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job like this but the ability to do so is 
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EDITORIAL 





Another Lance in a Hopeless Cause 


HE IDEA that regional shippers’ boards should be so 

organized as to spread their benefits among all types of 
transportation was not ours. It was suggested originally by 
2 man whose name is still revered among authorities on 
transportation, the late Joseph B. Eastman, when he was 
Federal Coordinator of Transportation. At the time he sug- 
gested it, we thought it a good idea and said so. From 
time to time, in the intervening years, we have repeated that 
opinion, our latest expression on the subject having ap- 
peared on this page about seven months ago (T.W., 
May 1, p. 5). 

That outburst was caused by our observation of the 
mounting success of the operations of the Middlewest 
Shipper-Motor Carrier Conference. We felt that if some- 
thing were not done fairly promptly to broaden the base 
of the regional shippers boards, the country would soon wit- 
ness two paralleling groups of regional and perhaps national 
organizations, each trying to do the same sort of cooperative 
work between the shippers, on the one hand, and a specific 
type of carrier, on the other. 


At the time we wrote thus, we were unaware that there 
already existed a number of shipper-motor carrier cooper- 
ative organizations in addition to the one which we dis- 
cussed. Since then, at least one additional such organization, 
and perhaps others, has come into existence; so that what 
appeared last May merely to be a threat of additional com- 
peting organizations is now pretty well a fact. 

The disturbing thing about this is that, while shippers 
and public-spirited carrier representatives alike are willing to 
admit, privately if not publicly, that the economy of the 
country is being greatly harmed by accusation and counter- 
accusation of one type of carrier or another, and while both 
groups sincerely hope for some basis of agreement that will 
tend to minimize the waste that this sort of senseless strife 
engenders, additional organizational competition has been 
allowed, even encouraged, to expand. 


¥ requires no vivid imagination to foresee groups of ship- 
pers arrayed, in alliance with the railroads, on the one 
side, or the highway freight operators, on the other, in the 
mud-throwing contests that for years have diverted attention 
of transportation managers from other and much more im- 


portant things. The next step will be for the waterways, 
and then perhaps the air freight carriers, to organize their 
own arrier-shipper groups. We shall then have the board 
prett: well covered with antagonistic groups armed to con- 
tinue carrying on with augmented forces. 


Cur position has never been that an over-all shipper- 
Carri: organization, paying attention to shipper needs and 
cari: services, would necessarily impair fair, even fierce 
com, tition for shipper business. We have simply said 
that ere were vast areas of common interest in which 
cons ‘cration and solution of problems could best be carried 
hn all the groups united. 
ite frankly, as of today we haven’t the foggiest notion 

eminently sane a view can be made to prevail. As 
it, here again is a proposal (and may we repeat 
isn't our proposal originally) that has sent the inter- 
oarties off on a frantic hunt for reasons not to accept 


that 
that 


este 


it—trather than, as probably would be the case in most other 
industries, a search for ways in which it might be adopted. 

We have never had much hope that the railroads would 
go for the idea. And, after all, why should they? They 
have a considerable sum of money and much work and 
experience invested in the regional and national shippers 
boards as they exist. It would take a great deal of interest 
in the general welfare, a lot of altruism, for them to do 
other than to preserve with all their strength the competitive 
advantage they get out of their organizations. 

It is a little discouraging, however, to find that shipper 
members of the advisory boards generally agree with the 
railroads. We cannot make ourselves believe that this is 
because they are reluctant to assume, themselves, the com- 
paratively reasonable costs of operating the organizations; 
yet we have heard that reason specifically stated as a good 
one for not accepting the proposal. 


T least, that reason, though perhaps a bit venal, is 

honestly expressed and does exhibit some rationality. 

Not all of that can be said about those who insist that the 

meetings of an organization including all forms of trans- 

portation would consume too much time, as compared with 

the present board meetings in which only railroad matters 
are considered. 


The shippers who raise that objection are, by implication, 
saying that they are interested in only one type of trans- 
portation. The very least they are saying is that they are 
not interested in attending meetings at which shipper-motor 
carrier problems are discussed. If they had any intention 
of paying attention to motor carrier service matters, they 
would know that it took longer to attend two meetings than 
to attend one, and that, in addition, it cost more. 


Thus, as matters stand, no support for the proposal may 
be looked for from either the railroads or organized shippers. 
From individual shippers there has come some encourage- 
ment, usually on the ground that in the industrial traffic 
departments these days it is impossible to separate shipping- 
by-rail from shipping-by-truck considerations. Some, too, 
are public spirited enough to see the possibilities for amicable 
consideration of joint problems in gatherings where they can 
meet and talk with representatives of both groups. 

There remains the highway carrier industry itself, from 
which, it. might be expected, strong support for the proposal 
would come. It might have given such support, a couple of 
years ago, although the pointedness with which most of the 
regional boards then refused the suggestion would have made 
even diffident support a matter for the swallowing of pride. 
Now, however, that shipper-motor carrier boards have been 
established and are flourishing in several places and bid fair 
to rise in other areas—with the inevitable national organi- 
zation only a few years in the future—the interested indi- 
vidual shippers have the task of persuading two stubborn 
groups instead of merely one. 

The outlook for establishment of a cooperative organi- 
zation of shippers and the various types of for-hire carriers 
of freight looks pretty hopeless; but a few of us still believe 
it would be a good thing. 
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The Men Who Move 
The Goods 


Scort’s O. H. M1Luer 


He moves the great Scott line 


From wood to pulp to paper to distributor 
to consumer, the great Scott line must keep 
moving. The fast-moving story of famous 
Scott industrial and household paper prod- 
ucts begins in the forest. From the woods 
to Scott’s pulp and paper-making plants and 
throughout the manufacturing process, the 
tempo of movement is swift. The schedule 


ealls for pin-point exchanges between con- | 


veyors and rail cars, fast transit to distrib- 
utor’s and customer’s siding—and then 
to millions of users of Scott products. 


The man who coordinates these movements 
is O. H. Miller, Director of Traffic, Scott 
Paper Company, Chester, Pennsylvania. 


Traffic man Miller says: “Our high volume, 
fast moving traffic requirements demand 
prompt handling by schedule-conscious rail 
carriers. Wabash dependable freight sched- 
ules have been extremely useful to Scott in 
helping us meet our exacting needs.” 


Like Scott, many shippers use Wabash 
because they must move their goods on a 
rigidly controlled schedule. Wabash repre- 
sentatives in 45 cities can give you the facts 
about Wabash service—and its advantages 
to you. 





P. A. Spiegelberg 
Freight Traffic Manager 
St. Louis 1, Missouri 
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Address letters to Traffic World, 815 Washington Bldg., Washington 5, D. C. No 
attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions from nonsubscribers, 





In this column will be published answers to questions relating to traffic, of general reader interest. 4 
specialist in interstate transportation, who is a member of our special service department, wil! furnish 
references to regulations and decisions and will answer questions of application of tariff schedules and 
practical traffic problems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man, but to help him in hiy 


work, nor do we undertake to render legal opinions. 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer any 


question that does not seem to be of general interest or that may appear to us unwise to answer or to 
complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. 


Tariff Interpretation— 


Motor Carriers— 
Commodity Rates Alternating 
With Class Rates 


Question—Missouri 


Central and Southern Motor Freight 
Tariff Association Tariff No. 2-L, MF- 
I.C.C. No. 123, Item 5005, publishes a 
rate on paint from St. Louis, Mo., to 
Memphis, Tenn., of 76 cents per 100 
pounds on the first 22,000 pounds, and 
64 cents per 100 pounds on the excess 
over 22,000 pounds. 

Item 110 provides for the alternation 
of charges, not rate, with class tariff 
No. 100. The class 35 rate is 72 cents 
per 100 pounds. 

It is our contention that the column 
B rate applying on the excess over 22,000 
pounds can only be used in conjunction 
with the column A rate, and that the 
entire charges are then subject to Item 
110, if cheaper. 

The shipper contends that Item 110 
authorizes the protection of the 72-cent 
class rate on the first 22,000 pounds, and 
64 cents per 100 pounds on the excess. 

We would appreciate your stating your 
views, together with any decisions that 
are applicable. 


Answer 


Item 110 of Central and Southern 
Tariff No. 2-L provides that if the 
charges accruing under the class rates 
in Tariff No. 100, from and to the same 
points via the same routes, are lower 
than the charges accruing under the 
commodity rates in tariff No. 2-L, the 
lower charges resulting from the class 
rates in Tariff No. 100 will apply. 

A proper interpretation of Item 110 
requires a clear understanding of what 
constitutes rates and charges, as used 
therein. 


A rate is an amount of money that will 
be charged for transporting a specified 
amount of freight from and to certain 
points. The most common method of 
publication is in cents per hundred 
pounds, provided a certain number of 
pounds is shipped at one time. 


A charge is the amount of money col- 
lected by the carrier for transporting a 
certain number of pounds of freight at 
one time. This amount is not published 
in the tariffs, but must be computed by 
use of the rate that is published in the 
tariff. 


Applying this understanding of the 
words rates and charges to Item 110, one 
can readily see that the charges arrived 
at by use of the class rates in Tariff No. 


100 alternate with the charges arrived 
at by use of the commodity rates ip 
Tariff No. 2-L, and the lower of the two 
is to be collected. There is no author- 
ization for substituting a class rate for 
one of the commodity rates in Item 
5005. 





Tariff Interpretation— 


Transit— 
Shipments Destined to Stations 
East of Illinois-Indiana State Line 


Question—lowa 


A shipper in our territory has a move- 
ment of starch being shipped from Keo- 
kuk, Ia., to the southeast, principally 
North and South Carolina—Pelzer, S.C, 
for instance. There is a difference of 
opinion regarding the routing of this 
traffic, due to the fact that a combina- 
tion rate is being used. 


The manufacture of starch at Keokuk 
is from corn originating beyond, and 
transit is accomplished under the provi- 
sions of Item 145-A, Supplement 6, t 
Toledo, Peoria & Western Railroad Com- 
pany’s Tariff No. 446-C, I.C.C. No. 278 
The shipments of corn inbound to Keo- 
kuk, Ia., originate in northwest territory 
—that is, Minnesota, the Dakotas, and 
forth, using Humbolt, S.D., for example 
The rate being used is: 


Corn—20%¢ to Peoria; 39¢ Peoria t 
St. Paul, Va., plus 12 per cent; 53¢ from 
St. Paul, Va., to Pelzer, S.C., plus 1 
per cent. 


The rate to Peoria, Ill., is named i 
individual lines’ tariffs to Minneapolis 
Minn., and Western Trunk Line Tarif 
No. 332-E, I.C.C. No. A-3866, Minneapolis 
to Peoria. The 39-cent rate is carried in 
Central Territory Railroad’s Tariff No 
245-H, I.C.C. No. 4403, which is a reship- 
ping grain product rate; the 53-cent be- 
yond St. Paul is a class 25V rate, shown 
in Southern Freight Association Tarif 
No. 718-B, I.C.C. No. 518. It is the ship- 
per’s contention that he must route the 
shipment via the route over which the 
combination is made. 

We direct your attention to the descrip- 
tion of the destinations shown in item 
145-A of the Toledo, Peoria & Wes‘ell 
Railroad Company’s transit tariff, wich 
reads: 


“Destination stations East of the I- 
linois-Indiana State Line, Item 20.” 

Item 20 refers to Western Trunk © ine 
Territorial Directory No. 1-D. §S& uth 
Carolina points are not named in ‘his 
Directory as being east of the Illi: »is- 
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Indiana State Line. In this respect we 
refer you to Note 2 of Item 145-A, \ hich 
restricts the destinations to western 
terminal points or stations east th» reof 
Considering this, is it your opinion that 
Item 145-A cannot be used on a ship. 
ment of starch destined to Pelzer, SC 
in which case the shipper would be force; 
to use the local product rate (starch) o 
class rate from Peoria to final destina- 
tion (Pelzer), or must we consider, fo; 
rate-making purposes, the point at which 
the combination is made as the de — 
tion, for instance, St. Paul, Va., or 
tavista, Va.? If this is the case, ther 1 the 
shipper’s contention would be correct. 
In other words, the shipment must be 
routed through the point over which the 
combination rate is made. 

On the other hand, if a through rate 
can be used, it would be the rate named 
in Illinois Freight Association Tariff No 
15. In connection with this tariff, we 
refer you to Item 85-G, Supplement 323 
which authorizes the use of combination 
rates over any of the Virginia cities 
when the combination figures cheaper 
via any route by which the through rate 
applies. This, in turn, would authoriz 
the Altavista or St. Paul combination 
whichever figures cheaper, and would 
apply via any route via which the 
through rate would apply. In other 
words, if the shipment was _ routed 
through the Altavista, Va., gateway, the 
St. Paul, Va., combination could be used, 
or vice versa. 

It is our contention that, on a ship- 
ment of this nature, routed via St. Paul, 
Va., the Altavista combination could be 
protected, if cheaper. Also, on a ship- 
ment routed via Altavista, the St. Paul 
combination could be_ protected, if 
cheaper. 

We would appreciate your opinion in 
this matter, along with the sustaining 
authority. 
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THE "WINGED HORSE OF TODAY IS FACT...NOT FICTION. HES 
SKYBORNE COMFORTABLY, SAFELY, SWIFTLY VIA TWA'S 
TRANSATLANTIC SKY MERCHANT FLIGHTS. TRAVEL TIME'S 

AS IMPORTANT AS TRACK TIME WHEN THOROUGHBREDS 
MUST MEET RACING SCHEDULES BOTH IN U.S.A. 

AND OVERSEAS. LEADING 
STABLE OWNERS 

ALSO SHIP BREEDING 
STOCK THIS EASY WAY. 
WHETHER YOUR 


SHIPMENT IS LARGE a 
OR SMALL, TWA 
GIVES THE SAME 
CAREFUL, SPEEDY 










































































SPECIAL COMMODITY RATES 
FOR YOUR PRODUCT. 
PHONE TWA TODAY. 






























22 COAST-TO-COAST 


SKY MERCHANT ALL-CARGO ROUND-TRIP 
FLIGHTS EVERY DAY 


(EXCEPT SAT. & SUN.) 


Answer 


Item 145-A of Toledo, Peoria & West- 
ern Tariff No. 446-C, I.C.C. 278, provides 
for the application of proportional rates 
on grain from Minneapolis, Minnesota 
Transfer or St. Paul to Peoria, when the 
grain is manufactured into starch at 
Keokuk and destinated to stations east 
| 































of the Illinois-Indiana State Line named 
in Western Trunk Line Territorial Di- 
rectory No. 1-D. 

The starch manufactured at Keokuk 
is destined to points in North and South 
Carolina, which are not named in Telm!- 
torial Directory No. 1-D and is not en- 
titled to transit under Item 145-A of 
Toledo, Peoria & Western Tariff No 
446-C. See, in this respect, the report of 
the Commission in F. S. Martin & Co. \. 
Atchison, T. & S. F. Ry. Co., 176 I.C.C 
573, where it was held that when a tariff 
restricts a rate to apply on shipments 
originating at points east of the Illinols- 
Indiana State Line and the governing 
tariff refers to a list of those points, the 
rate was not applicable on shipments 
from a point not included in such list. 

Points on which combination rates are 
based are not to be considered poir's of 
destination, as there can be only one 
point of destination and that is the point 
to which shipment is ultimately des‘ ned. 


The tariff in which the through r: te 1s 
published contains an aggregate of : :ter- 
mediates rule which provides that v here 
the separately established rates pre iuce 
a lower charge than the through rate, 
such aggregate of intermediate rate: will 

apply via all routes over which the 
through rate is applicable. Ther: fore, 
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West- 
ovides 
| rates 
Breve @ Lackawanna Trailer Service began on July 12, 1954 between New 


oh . York-Newark and Buffalo, Cleveland and Chicago. OVERNIGHT SERVICE 
s east ® Expanded on November 8 to include Detroit and St. Louis in the West Between New York- 


— and the entire New Jersey metropolitan area from Dover to the East. Newark - other New 
Now expanded again effective December 6 to include Syracuse and Jersey points, Buffalo 


‘eokuk and Syracuse 


South the area north to Oswego. 


Terri- 


biped Lackawanna Trailer Service provides on-time performance regard- SECOND MORNING 


-A of less of weather conditions. Your door-to-door shipments move smoothly SERVICE 
Be: in a trailer riding on a flat-car. Intermediate handling is eliminated Between New York- 


Newark-other N. J. 





ae and damage hazards are reduced to a minimum. points and ‘Syracuse, 

tariff If you have not as yet shipped via Lackawanna “Piggy-back,” we Cleveland, Chicago, 
ti 8 urge you to specify it for your next full trailer load (regular or open Detroit and St. Louis 
. .- top) or L.C.L. For information call your Lackawanna representative. 
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lh") Lackawanna Railroad 


re juce . 4 NORTHUMBERLAND 


“ cor, Oo - Shortest Rail Route between New York, Buffalo and the West 
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the Altavista or St. Paul combination, 
whichever is cheaper, may be applied 
via any route over which the through 
rate applies. In this respect, see Butler 
Paper Products Co. v. Chicago & N. W. 
Ry. Co., 237 I.C.C. 216, where the Com- 
mission, in considering a similar situa- 
tion, said: 

“However, with respect to the ship- 
ments beyond Chicago, the situation is 
different. When those shipments moved, 
the governing tariff named joint fifth- 
class rates from Toledo of 56 cents to 
Lakeville and 57 cents to Moose Lake, ap- 
plicable over lines of the Michigan Cen- 
tral through Monroe and Detroit to Chi- 
cago, and the Chicago & North Western 
and its connections beyond, and over 
lines of the Michigan Central to Toledo, 


the New York Central to Chicago, and the 
Chicago & North Western and its con- 
nections beyond. That tariff also con- 
tained the following aggregate-of-inter- 
mediates provision: 

“‘Tf the aggregate of separately estab- 
lished (local, joint and/or proportional) 
rates applicable on interstate traffic con- 
tained in tariffs lawfully on file with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission appli- 
cable via any route over which the 
through rates published in that tariff 
apply, produces a lower charge than the 
rates published herein, such aggregate 
of rates will apply via all routes over 
which the rates shown in this tariff are 
applicable, and the through rate pub- 
lished in this tariff has no application 
to that shipment.’ 
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> The answer, of course, is easy ... easier than the “doing”! 


You want an organization that has the finest equipment and 
nationwide facilities; you want a company with highly-trained 
personnel—a company that is responsible and service-minded. 
In short, you want a Long Distance Mover that will do the job 
promptly, thoroughly, and with the utmost care—one that will 
leave your mind free of worry. Mayflower can and will do that | 


job for you. Call your local Mayflower agent for full details. 


AERO MAYFLOWER TRANSIT COMPANY, INC. « INDIANAPOLIS 


Mayflower’s organization of selected warehouse agents provides on-the-spot 
representation at the most points in the United States and Canada. Your local 
Mayflower agent is listed in the classified section of your telephone directory: 
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“Under that rule the lowest com ing. 
tion over any route was applicable yj 
all routes over which the joint class rate 
applied. Thus the combination rates 9 
41.5 cents to Lakeville and 43.5 to Moos 
Lake were applicable, regardless oO! th 
fact that the shipments moved over th: 
Michigan Central through Detroit 4 
Chicago. Those shipments were over. 
charged $35.14.” 





Tariff Interpretation— 


Actual Character of Commodity 
And Not Description in Bill of Lading 
Determines Applicable Rate 


Question—Connecticut 


We would appreciate your opinion jp 
the following matter: 

A vendor in Carteret, N.J., shipped to 
our factory at York, Pa., 12, 474 pounds 
described as petroleum naphtha solvent 
The shipment was a two-line haul on 
collect basis, rated as petroleum naphtha 
minimum weight 23,000 pounds at clas: 
5, in accordance with Item 177330 of Na- 
tional Motor Freight Classification No 
A-1. 

We filed an overcharge claim on the 
basis of actual weight at the class 5j 
rating, in accordance with Item 75045 of 
National Motor Freight Classification No 
A-1, which provides ratings for plasti- 
cizers, solvents, or increasing, reducing 
removing, thickening or thinning com- 
pounds, paint, lacquer, varnish, gum 
resin or plastic. The originating carrier 
advised that the commodity is actually 
a particular brand of petroleum naphtha 
and, as such, is subject to Item 77330 of 
National Motor Freight Classification No 
A-l. The commodity was actually used 
by our York factory as a solvent or thin- 
ning agent for resins. The National 
Classification Board in Washington, D.C., 
upon request of the Middle Atlantic Con- 
ference, replied, in part, as follows: 

“An examination of the literature you 
have submitted does not, in any way, 
indicate that the product here under 
consideration is considered to be Pe- 
troleum Naphtha nor is it so described 
In the absence of such literature or other 
indications which would bring out that 
the commodity here considered is, in 
fact, Petroleum Naphtha, the Board 
agrees with your opinion that the com- 
modity known as ‘Amsco-Solv-A’ is prop- 
erly embraced within Item 75045 of the 
classifications covering ‘Plasticizers, Sol- 
vents, etc.’” 


It has been our understanding that the 
description in the bill of lading does not 
necessarily determine the actual rate 
under the report of the Commission in 
Harris Bros. v. Director Genera!, 6 


I.C.C. 428. Actually, the vendor has used 
two descriptions—petroleum naphtha and 
solvent. The carrier is still hesitant, m 
spite of the National Classific: tion 
Board’s ruling, about honoring our c:alm. 


Answer 


In its report in Penn Facing Mills Co. 
v. Ann Arbor R. Co., 182 I.C.C. 614 the 
Commission said: 


“Defendants take the position tha’ the 
bills of lading correctly described the 
shipments as foundry facings and hat 
that description should control the ill- 
ing notwithstanding the fact that the 
invoices described the commodity © UP- 
ped as sea coal. A bill of lading des “IP- 
tion is not controlling. The impo: ant 
fact is what moved, not what was b led. 
Harris Bros. Co. v. Director Genera 60 


Novem 


1C.0. 
that tl 
sales — 
trans pt 
Sewer 
122 1.C 
See, 
the Op 
ling & 
Co., 2: 
missio 
“Thi 
tion 1 
shippe 
be pu 
thereo 
in tw 
ash’ a 
differe 
shippé 
comm 
highe 
Co. V. 
LC.C. 
See 
of Ge 
and | 
way ‘ 
The 
voice: 
‘of lac 
unde! 
refer) 
deter 
the ¢ 
nume 
has 4 
tion 
as ¢ 
trans 
Pum 
Co., 
ucts 
1C.C 


ion in 


ped to 
Ounds 
ylvent 
l ona 
phtha 
, Class 
f Na- 
m No 


nm the 
ASS 5) 
045 of 
on No 
Dlasti- 
‘ucing 
com- 
gum 
-arrier 
‘tually 
phtha 
330 of 
»n No 
’ used 
thin- 
tional 
, DL. 
» Con- 
S: 
“e you 
way, 
under 
e Pe- 
‘ribed 
other 
t that 
is, in 
Board 
com- 
prop- 
»f the 
, Sol- 


at the 
Ps not 

rate 
on in 
i}, 60 
s used 
a and 
nt, in 
»p tion 

iim. 


November 27, 1954 


LC.c. 428. We have frequently found 
that the description of a commodity for 
sales purposes also fixes its identity for 
transportation purposes. Southern 
Sewer Pipe Works v. L. & N. R. R. Co., 
122 1.C.C. 721.” 


See, also, with respect to this subject, 
the opinion of the Commission in Dar- 
ling & Co. v. New York, C. & St. L. R. 
Co., 213 I.C.C. 418, in which the Com- 
mission said: 


“The general rule of tariff interpreta- 
tion is that the nature of the article 
shipped, and not the use to which it may 
be put, determines the rate applicable 
thereon. A commodity may come with- 
in two tariff descriptions such as ‘soda 
ash’ and ‘cleaning compounds’ on which 
different rates are maintained. If it is 
shipped and sold as the higher rated 
commodity, cleaning compounds, the 
higher rates are applicable. J. B. Ford 
Co. v. Michigan Central Railroad Co., 19 
LC.C. 507.” 

See, also, Scholler Bros., Inc. v. Central 
of Georgia Railway Co., 229 I.C.C. 535, 
and Markstein v. Missouri Pacific Rail- 
way Co., 243 I.C.C. 345. 

The articles, as described in the in- 
voices and not as described in the bill 


»f lading, determine the applicable rate 


under the opinions of the Commission 
referred to above. The true test in the 
determination of the applicable rate is 
the character of the shipment, and in 
numerous proceedings, the Commission 
has accepted the manufacturer’s descrip- 
tion of a commodity for sales purposes 
as determinative of its identity for 
transportation purposes. See, Northern 
Pump Co. v. Chicago, M. St. P. & P. R. 
Co., 190 I.C.C. 421; Dixie Chemical Prod- 
ucts v. Missouri Pacific Railway, 243 
1.C.C. 345. 


Unless the product is shipped and sold 
as petroleum naphtha, rates or ratings 
on that commodity are not applicable. 


Limitation of Actions— 


Recovery by Carrier of Amount Erroneously 
Refunded as Overcharge 


Question—Pennsylvania 


In your answer to Indiana on page 8 
of the August 28, 1954, issue of TRAFFIC 
Wor.p, you stated that the Federal Stat- 
utes govern the attempts of a carrier to 
recover the amount refunded as an 
overcharge account of an alleged error. 

In Partridge Lumber Co. v. Michigan 
Central Railroad Co., 26 Fed. 2d 615, the 
court ruled that the Federal Statutes did 
hot apply. 

Please examine this case and let us 
know if you are still of the same opinion 
aS you were previously. 


Answer 


In T. M. Partridge Lumber Co. v. 
Michigan Central Railroad, 26 Fed. 2d 
615, the circuit court of appeals held that 
the .ction of the carrier for the recovery 
of 2n amount erroneously refunded as 
an c vercharge was not an action for the 
Tecovery of charges, but an action on im- 
pli contract to refund money paid 
thre igh an error. It held that the three- 

period of limitation provided for 
ragraph 3 of Section 16 of the In- 
ite Commerce Act had no applica- 
1 to the action; that it was not a suit 
roceeding arising under any other 
of suits of which the federal district 
Ss have original jurisdiction, and 


for this reason it should have been dis- 
missed by the trial court. 

Following the decision above men- 
tioned, the Michigan Central Railroad 
brought suit against T. M. Partridge 
Lumber Company in the district court of 
the State of Minnesota and that court 
held that the suit was really one to col- 
lect “charges in respect of a shipment 
of property” and was, therefore, barred 
by the three-year statutory period of lim- 
itation, and dismissed the case. From 
this decision, we understand, the Mich- 
igan Central did not appeal. 

See, also, Vicksburg S. & P. Ry. Co. v. 
Paup, 47 Fed. 2d 1069, and Cleveland, 
Cc. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. v. Edgewater Coal 
Co., 272 Ill. App. 149, holding that a rail- 
way company’s action against a shipper 
for local inbound charges erroneously re- 
funded is governed by the federal three- 
year statute of limitations. See, Wis- 
consin Bridge and Iron Co. v. Illinois 
Terminal Co., 88 Fed. 2d 459; Delaware, 
L. & W. R. Co. v. Patterson Kelly Co., 6 
Monroe L. R. 80; New York Central R. 
Co. v. Sauerick Lumber Co., 32 D. & C. 
150. 


Tariff interpretation— 


Actual Character of Commodity 
And Not Description in Bill of Lading 
Determines Applicable Rate 


Question—Connecticut 


We have transported several shipments 
carrying a description of “Bdls. Leather”. 
from point “A” in Massachusetts to 
point “B” in Pennsylvania. 

An overcharge claim has been filed by 
an auditing bureau in behalf of the 
claimant, who was the consignee, on the 
basis that the merchandise transported 
as leather was misdescribed and that cat- 
tle hides or horse hides, in original tan- 
nery shapes, not cut to shape for final 
use, was actually shipped, but erro- 
neously described as leather. This com- 
modity enjoys a lower rate. Along with 
the alleged overcharge was submitted a 
signed statement that what was actually 
shipped was the above referred to cor- 
rected description. 

Can the carrier decline payment on the 
basis of the application of Section 10 
of the Contract Terms of the Uniform 
Bill of Lading, and Section 13, para- 
graph 713, of the Motor Carrier Act of 
1935? 

Our contention is that a carrier does 
not have to accept a corrected bill of 
lading or signed document, and that the 
rates to apply are those based on the de- 
scription shown in the original bill of 
lading. At this late date, after several 
months have elapsed, the carrier does 
not have the opportunity to inspect ship- 
ments to ascertain the actual contents. 

We would appreciate your comments. 


Answer 


In its report in Penn Facing Mills 
Co. v. Ann Arbor R. Co., 182 I.C.C. 614, 
the Commission said: 

“Defendants take the position that the 
bills of lading correctly described the 
shipments as foundry facings and that 
that description should control the bill- 
ing notwithstanding the fact that the 
invoices described the commodity ship- 
ped as sea coal. A bill of lading de- 
scription is not controlling. The impor- 
tant fact is what moved, not what was 
billed. Harris Bros. Co. v. Director 


(Continued on page 17) 
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TRAFFIC AND 
TRANSPORTATION 
PERSONNEL 


1. AS NEVER BEFORE, there's a need -- 
~ for trained traffic and transportation! 


personnel, skilled in all the technical 
aspects of the profession. The re-°*, 
quirements are great .. . the oppor- >: 


** tunities rewarding. That’s why it will-~ 
+ pay you to start now an: intensive, 


» practical program of self. improve- - 


ment... to enlarge on your experi- 
ence in traffic and transportation . 


“ to become better qualified for greater 


responsibilities in this vitally” im- | 


3.. portant and growing field. 


: '. The stability and authority of train- *- 
«. ing at the College of Advanced Traf-. + 
“fic and the Academy of Advanced 


«Traffic will help you gain recognition. ;; 


“: of your competency and ability. ‘A 


‘certificate attesting to your successful -*. 


graduation will lead to greater op- 2 


.¢ portunities and responsibilities. Your 
Skilled services are wanted by ship- 


‘€ pers and carriers . 


‘“ write for complete. details. 


oe 


1a 


. . it’s up to you! 
Start your program going now... 
.+no_ ob- 

._ ligation, of course. PS! bE i 


~ SEND COUPON TODAY. 
» FOR YOUR COPY 


| seston of Advanced Traffic 


63 Vesey Street, New York, N. Y. 
1422 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 


College of Advanced Traffic 


22 W. Madison St.—Chicago 2, Ill. 
Please send me a free catalog outlining your 
resident training program in 


0 New York, 1) Chicago, (1) Philadelphia 


(1! only want details about the home 
study plan. 


Address 
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What is the thought of 
Allied Agents at Thanksgiving? 


UeSUION 








To offer thanks 
to the nation’s 
many traffic managers. 


WSWwer 


The Allied agents — listed on opposite pages 
— wish to express appreciation to the 
Traffic Managers all over the nation for their 
wonderful support throughout 1954. Yours is a 
valued patronage which has helped make 
Allied the world’s largest long distance mover. 
SABRE We will always strive to serve you better 
no.1 specialist to justify your continued confidence. no.1 specialist 
in long-distance moving! in packing! 
d 





WORD B wove aber 27, 1954 


Here’s your latest listing of Pace Setting 
Allied Agents 


ALABAMA 
Birmingham—Harris Whse. Co. 
Decatur— Decatur Tir. & Stge., Inc. 
Huntsville—Decatur Tir. & Stge., Inc. 
Mobile—Finch Warehousing & Tfr. Co. 
Montaomery—Alabama Tir. & Whse. Co. 
Ozark —Livingston Stge. & Tir. Co. 

ARIZONA 
Mesa— Mesa Tir. & Stge. 
Phoenix—Lightning Mov. & Whse. Co., Inc. 
Tucson—Clitizens Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Yuma—Peoples Tfr., Inc. 

ARKANSAS 
Eldorado—Black Tfr. & Stge. Co. 

Fort Smith—O. K. Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc, 
Little Rock—Terminal Van & Stge. Co., 
Inc. 
Texarkana—Hunter Tir. & Stge. Co. 
CALIFORNIA 
Anaheim—Anaheim Truck & Tfr. Co, 
Antioch—Easy Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Bakersfield— Young's Tir. & Stge. 
Banning—Roy’'s Van & Stzge. 
Beverly Hills—Beverly Hills Tir. & 
Stge. Co., Inc. 
Burbank—Burbank Van & Stge. Co. 
Burlingame—Costar Van & Stge. 
Carme!—Wermuth Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Compton—Compton Moving & Stge. Co. 
Concord—R & R (Richardson-Riegg) 
Van & Stge. Co. 
Covina— Fleetwood Whse. Co. 
Encino—Beverly Hillis Tir. & Stge. Co, 
Escondido— Escondido Stge. Co. 
Eureka—Olsen Moving & Stge. 
Fresno—Colonial Van & Stge. Co. 
Owl Transfer Co. 
reeqe—woreny Hills Tir. & Stge. 
Co., Inc, 
Inglewood—Arbor Vitae Trans. & 
Stge. Co. 
Lafayette—R & R (Richardson-Riegg) 
Van & Stge. Co. 
Lancaster—Keltner Van & Stge. Co. 
Long Beach—Longs Van & Stgze. 
Southwest Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Wings Van & Stge. Co. 
Los Angeles—Beverly Hills Tfr. & Stge. 


Co., Inc. 
) Fidelity Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Lambert's Van & Stge. 
Southwest Van & Stge. Co. 
Los Gatos— McDonald Tir. Co. 
Marysville—Sorenson Drayage Van & 


tge. 
Merced—Colonial Van & Stge. Co. 
<a ~ Ga & Smith Moving 
ti 


ge. 
Modesto— Modesto Tfr. Co. 
Monterey—California Van & Stge. Co. 
Napa—Harris Van & Stge. 
Oakiand—Lyon Stge. & Moving Co. 
Oceanside-Carisbad— Triangle Tir. & 
Stge. Co. 
Ontario—Harvel’s Tfr. & Stge. 
Orange—Capitol Van Lines 
Paim Springs— Plaza Mvg. & Stge. 
Palo Aito—Palo Alto Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Pasadena—Farley Bros. Mov. & Stge., Inc. 
Paul's Mov. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Pomona—Stine Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Randsburg—Longs Van & Stge. 
Redding—Shasta Tir. & Stge. 
Riverside— Riverside Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Sacramento—H. Jones Exp. & Stge. Co. 
Western Van & Stge. Co. 
Salinas—Cahoon Ttfr. & Stge. Co. 
San Bernardino—Associated Van & 
Stge. Co. 
n Diego—Ace Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Atlas Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
n Fernando—LaGasse Tir. & Stge. 
San Francisco—City Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Market Street Van & Stge., Inc. 
San Francisco Stge. Co. 
n Jose—Erickson Van & Stge. 


Keep this handy reference of Allied Agents in your file. 
You'll find it invaluable when you need moving and 
storage. With 562 agents, 825 warehouses and more than 
2300 vans, Allied assures you fast, safe service. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Washington, D.C.—Capitol Van Lines 


Colonial Stge. Co. 

Federal Stge. Co., Inc. 

Fidelity Stge. Co., Inc. 

Security Stge. Co. of Washington 
United States Stge. Co., Inc. 


FLORIDA 


Daytona Beach— Daytona Stge. & 


Sales Service 


Detegy Soooh—Mayées Bonded Stge. 
se. 
Fort Lauderdale—Brandon Trans. & 


Stge. Co., Inc. 


Fort Walton—Bonded Transportation, Inc. 
Hollywood— Hollywood Stge. & 


fr. Co., Inc. 


Jacksonville— Rapid Moving & Stge. Co. 
Lakeland— Yarnall Whse. & Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Miami— Union Tir. & Stge. Co. 


Washington Stge. Co., Inc. 


Miami Beach— Washington Stge. Co., Inc. 
Orlando—Fidelity Stge. & Whse. Co., Inc. 
Panama City— Livingston Stge. 


Tir. Co 


Pensacola—Bonded Transportation, Inc. 
St. Petersburg—Blocker Tir. & 


Stge. Co., Inc. 
St. Petersburg Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


Sarasota— West Coast Stge. Whse. 


& Tir. Co 


Tampa—Nationwide Moving & Stge. Co. 
West Palm Beach—Brandon Tir. & 


Stge. Co., Inc. 
GEORGIA 


Albany—Albany Tifr. Co. 
Atlanta—Benton Bros. Drayage 


& Stge. Co., Inc. 
Cathcart Allied Stge. Co., Inc. 
O K Stge. & Tir. Co., Inc. 
John J. Woodside Stge. Co., Inc. 


Augusta— Macon Tir. Co. 
Columbus—Livingston Stge. & Tfr. Co. 
Gainesville—Adams Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Macon— Macon Tfr. Co. 
Savannah—Benton Bros. Drayage 


& Stge. Co., Inc. 


Valdosta—Livingston Stge. & Tfr. Co, 


IDAHO 


Eimhurst—Safety Mvg. & Stge. 
Evanston— David Stge. & Moving 
Co., Ine. 
Evanston Fireproof Whse., Inc. 
Iredale Stge. & Moving Co., Inc, 
Highland Park—lIredale Stge. & 
Moving Co.. Inc. 
Joliet—Joliet Whse. & Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Kewanee— Faull Tir. & Stzge. 
Mayhew Tir. & Stge. Co. 
LaGrange—Jackson Stge. & 
Van Co., Inc. 
Lake Forest—Iredale Stge. & 
Moving Co., Inc. 
LaSalle—Scherer Freight Lines, Inc. 
Maywood—Jackson Stge. & 
Van Co., Inc. 
Oak Park—Jackson Stge. & Van 
Co., Ine. 
Ottawa—Scherer Freight Lines, Inc. 
Peoria— Federal Whse. Co., Inc. 
O'Neill Bros. Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Quincy—Quincy Stge. & Tir. Co. 
Rockford— Richards Stge. & Van Co. 
Rock Island—Rock Island Tir. & 
Stge. Co., Inc. 
Voss Bros. a & Stge. 
South Beloit—Stateline Moving & Stge. 
Springfield—Hillier Stge. & Moving Co. 
Streator—Scherer Freight Lines, Inc. 
Wilmette—Rensch Fireproof Whse., Inc. 
Winget —weaie Stge. & Moving 
o., Inc. 


INDIANA 
Connersville—Trading Post, Inc. 
Evansville—Belmont Mov. & Stge., Inc. 
Fort Wayne—Fort Wayne Stge. 


., Ine. 

Gary—James J. Burke Stge. & 
Van Co., Inc. 

Ham mond—Johbnson Tir. & 

Whse., Inc. 
Indianapolis—Shank Whse. Co., Inc. 
Shellhouse Stge. & Moving Corp. 

Kokomo—Somers Whse. & Van Co. 
LaFayette—Ardapple Stge. & 

Moving Co., Inc. 
LaPorte—Meinke & Sons, Inc. 
Logansport—Spencer Tir. & Stge. Co. 


KENTUCKY 
Lexington—Union Tir. & Stge. Co, 
Louisville— Louisville Public 

Whse. Co., Inc. 
O K Stge. & Tir. Co., Inc. 
Safety Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Settle Moving & Stge. Co. 
Madisonville— Wm. Lindsay Tir. & 
Stge. Co. 
Owensboro—Eck Miller Contract Co, 
Paducah—Paducah Terminal Whse. 


LOUISIANA 
Baton Rouge—Globe Stge. Co., Inc. 
Lafayette—A-l Mov. & Stge. Co., Inc, 
Lake Charles— Wisdom Moving 
& Stge., Inc. 
Monroe—Faulk-Collier Bonded 
Whses., Inc. 
New Orleans—Gallagher Tir. & 
Stge. Co., Inc. 
O K Stge. & Tir. Co., Inc. 
Shreveport— Nationwide Moving & 
Stge. Corp. 


MAINE 
Bangor—The Galt Block Whse. Co. 
Lewiston—J. P. Longley 
Portland—The Galt Block 
Whse. Co., Inc. 


MARYLAND 
Annapolis—Capitol Mvg. & Stge. Co. 
Baitimore—Fidelity Stge. Co., Inc. 

Jarboe Bros. Stge. Whses., Inc. 
Monumental Stge. & Carpet Cleaning Co, 
Security Stge. Co., Inc. 
Easton—Mt. Pleasant Stge. Co. 
Hagerstown— Martin Stge. Co., Inc. 


MASSACHUSETTS 
Arlington—Arlington Stge. Whse., Inc, 
Barnstable— Eldredge & Bourne 

Moving & Stge. Co. 
Boston—T. G. Buckley Co., Inc. 
J. J. Martin, Inc. 
New England Stge. Whse. Co., Inc, 
Suffolk Stge. Whse. Co., Inc. 
Brockton— Kemp Transportation Co. 
Cambridge—Campbridge University 
Stge. Whse. Co., Inc. 
Fall River—Greens Stge. Whse., Inc, 
Falmouth—Eldredge & Bourne 
Moving & Stge. Co. 
Hyannis—FEldredge & Bourne 
Moving & Stge. Co. 
New Bedford—New Bedford Stge. 
Whase. Co., Inc. 
Springfield—Hartford Despatch & 
Whse. Co., Inc. 
Taunton—Kemp Transportation 
West Bridgewater—Kemp 
Transportation 
Winthrop— Winthrop Stzge. 
Worcester— Worcester Stge. Co., Inc. 


MICHIGAN 
Adrian—Adrian’s Reliable Movers 
Ann Arbor—H. B. Godfrey Moving 

& Stge. Co. 
Battle Creek—Emmerson Truck & 
Stge. Co., Inc. 
Bay City—P. Van Haaren & Sons 
Stge. Co., Inc. 
Birmingham—Potter Mov. & Stge. Co, 
Detroit— Leonard Bros. Van & 
Stge. Co., Inc. 
Riverside Stge. & Cartage Co., Inc. 
Tanner Moving & Stge. Co. 
The Three Ivory Bros. Mov. Co. 
Wolverine Stge. Co., Inc. 
Flint—Allen Stge. & Moving Co. 
Grand Rapids—Blodgett Packing 
& Stge. Co. 
A. De Groot & Sons Stge. Co. 
Elston-Richards Stge. Co., Inc. 
Grand Rapids Stge. Co., Inc. 
Holland—Citizens Tir. & Stge. Co. 


Michigan City—Haviland-Callan, Inc. 
New Castle—Rose City Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Rich mond— Monger Tfr. Co. 
South Bend—National Stzge. 

Whse. Co., Inc. 

Woodworth’s Stge. & Tfr. 

Terre Haute—Morge Moving & 

Stge. Co., Inc. 
Vincennes—Vincennes Tir. & Stge. Co. 


Jackson—Union Truck & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Kalamazoo— National Stge. Co., Inc. 
Lansing—Lansing Stge. Co., Inc. 
Muskegon—Elston-Richards 

Stge. Co., Inc. 
Pontiac—Gaukler Stge. Co. 
Port Huron—Henry L. Meyers 
Royal Oak—Potter Moving & Stge. Co. 
Saginaw—Miine Bros., Inc. 
St. Joseph— Kasper Tir. & Stge. Co. 


Boise—Peasley Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Coeur D’Alene—Luke's Transfer 
Moscow—Idaho Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Mountain Home—Whitney Tir. 

& Stge. Co. 
Nampa—Nampa Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Pocatello—O. G. Roche Moving & Stge. 
Preston—Reeves Whse. 
Rupert—Craven Transfer 


San Luis Obispo— Dennis Transfer 

San Mateo— Macy's Peninsula Van & 
Stge. 

Santa Ana—Longs Van & Stge. 

Santa Barbara— Hazelwood Tir. Co. 

nta Maria—Shell’s Delivery Service 

(Van & Stge.) 

Santa Rosa—Santa Rosa Tir. & Stge. Co. 

Stockton—Rudloff Van & Stge. 

Ukiah— Mendocino Van & Stge. Co. 


Upland—Upland Tir. & Stge. 

Vallejo—McGee's Van & Stge. Co. 

Van Nuys—Valley Mvg. Service 

Ventura—Hilford Moving & Stge. 

Walnut Creek—R & R (Richardson- 
tiegg) Van & Stge. Co. 


COLORADO 
Colo.ado Springs— Weicker Tir. & 
tge. Co., Inc. 
or— Weicker Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc, 
ey—Union Delivery Co., Inc. 
nta—Jackson Trucking Co. 
r—Jackson Cartage Co. 
e Vista— Major Transfer 
'o— Weicker Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc, 
y Ford—Jackson Tir. & Stge. 


CONNECTICUT 
eport—Hartford Despatch & 
hse. Co., Inc. 
wre's Stge. Whse. 

W. M. Terry Co. 
4artford—Hartford 
patch & Whse. Co., Inc. 
ywich—Doran Bros., Inc. 
ord—Hartford Despatch & 
vhse. Co., Inc. 
Canaan—The Chatterton Co. 
4aven—Cohen & Powell, Inc. 
Smedley Co., Inc. 
ford—Schaefer, Inc. 
ngton—John H. Daley 
* rbury—Hanson Stge. 
port—E. C. Nash 
DELAWARE 
ington—Security Stge. Co., Inc, 


Den 


Coal & Tir. Co. 
ILLINOIS 


Aurora—Valentine Tir. & Stge. Co., Ine. 
Bloomington—The Johnson Tir. & 


Fuel Co., Inc. 


Bradley—Travelite Trans. & Stge. 
Cham paign—Chester & O'Byrne 


Tfr. Co., Inc. 


Chicago—Bengson Fireproof Whse. 


., Inc. 
David Stge. & Moving Co., Inc. 
Dunn Bros. Stge. Whses., Inc. 
Ellison Fireproof Whse. 
Empire Whses., Inc. 
Federal Stge. & Moving Co., Inc. 
Garfield Park Stge. Co., Inc. 
Hassett Stge. Whses., Inc. 
Hebard Stge. Whses., Inc. 
Hollander Stge. & Moving Co., Inc. 
Jackson Stge. & Van Co., Inc. 
Joyce Bros. Co., Inc. 
Joyce Bros. Stge. & Van Co., Inc. 
McCarthy Stge. Whse., Inc. 
Midway Moving & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Pickens Kane Mvg. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Reebie Stge. & Moving Co., Inc. 
Schauler Whse. Co. 
Schwartz Bros. Stge. & Van Co., Inc. 
Von Sydow’s Fireproof Whse. 
Werner Bros.-Kennelly Co., Inc. 


Danville— Danville Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Decatur—Hamman Bros. Tir. & 


Stge. Co., Inc. 


De Kalb—Blue Van & Stge. 
Elgin—Elgin Whse. & Equipment 


Co., Inc, 


Twin Falls—Warberg Bros. 1OWA 


Ames— Wilson Tir. & Stge. Co. 

Boone— Wilson Tir. & Stge. Co. 

Burlington—Atlas Whse. Co., Inc. 

Cedar Rapids—Calder’s Van & 
Stge. Co., Inc. 

Lynch Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Clinton—Carstensen Tir. & Stge. 
Council Bluffs—Ford Bros. Van & 

Stge. Co., Inc. 

Davenport— Merchants Tir. & 

Stge. Co., Inc. 

Des Moines—Blue Line Stge. Co., Inc. 
Bruce Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Merchants Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Ware Tir. & Stge. Co. 

Dubuque— Dubuque Stge. & 

Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Fort Dodge—Brady Tir. & Stge. 


Co., Inc. 
White Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
lowa City—lIowa City Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Ottumwa—Ottumwa Whee. Co. 


Sioux City—Brady Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Pierce-Holdcroft Ter. Whse., Inc. 
Waterloo—Iowa Whse. Co., Inc. 


KANSAS 

Emporia—L. R. Bailey Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Hutchinson—City Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Kansas City—Inter-State Moving 

& Stge. Co., Inc. 
Pittsburgh—Trent Tir. & Stge. 
Salina—Burnett Whses., Inc. 
Wichita— Merchants Van & 

Stge. Co., Inc. 

Southwest Tir. & Stge. Co. 


Sault Ste. Marie—Allen Stge. & 
Moving Co. 


MINNESOTA 
Dulutk—Duluth Van & Stge. Co., Inc, 
Security Stge. Co., Inc. 
Minneapolis—Cameron Tir. & 
Stge. Co., Inc. 

LaBelle Safety Stge. & Mov. Co., Inc, 
Minneapolis Van & Whse. Co., Inc. 
Rochester— Rochester Tir. & Stge. Co. 
St. Paul—Fidelity Stge. & Tfr. Co., Inc. 


no.1 specialist 
in storage! 

















































































































































































MISSISSIPPI 
Greenville—Greenville Stge. & Tfr. Co. 
Gulfport—O K Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Jackson— McGehee Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Laurel—Harper Tir. & Stge. 
Vicksburg—Schlottman Tir. Co. 


MISSOURI 
Columbia—The “23” Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Joplin—Union Tir. & Stge., Inc. 
Kansas City—A B C Fireproof Whse. 

Co., Inc. 
Federal Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Kathrens Moving & Stge. Co., Inc. 
L. Leritz & Son Stge. & Moving Co. 
Perky Bros. Tfr. & Stge. Co.. Inc. 
St. Joseph—Brown Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
St. Louis—General Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Ben Langan Stge. & Moving Co. 
Prossers Moving & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Springfield—General Whse. Corp. 


MONTANA 
Billings— White Line Tir. & Stge. Co., 


Inc. 
Butte—Jones Stge. & Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Great Falis—Great Falls Terminal 
Whse. Co. 
Helena—Capital City Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Miles City— Nugent's Tir. & Stge. 


NEBRASKA 
Lincoln—Star Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
ines, ~The Bros. Van & Stge. Co., 


In 
Gordon Stge. Whses., Inc. 
Scottsbluff— Merchants Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Sidney— Western Ice & Stge. Co., Inc. 


NEVADA 
Carson City—Carson City Tir. & Stge. 
Las Vegas—Las Vegas Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Reno—Bender Whse. Co. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Manchester— Kimball & Brown Van & 

Stge. Co. 
Portsmouth—L. V. Regan Moving & 

Stge. 

NEW JERSEY 

Asbury Park—A. G. Rogers, Inc. 
Atlantic City—Olsen Stge. & Trkg. Co. 
Bayonne—Goodman Whse. Corp. 
Bradley Beach— Anderson Bros., Inc. 
Camden—Bell Stge. Co. 
Cranford—Robbins & Allison, Inc. 
Dover—Brown's Stge. Co., Inc. 
East Orange—Orange Stge. Whses., Inc. 
Elizabeth—Benton & Holden, Inc. 

Weimar Stge. Co., Inc. 
Englewood— Englewood Stge. & 

Moving Co. 

Joseph E. Quirk Fireproof Whses. 
Jersey City—Goodman Whee. Corp. 
Lakewood—A. G. Rogers, Inc. 
Midland Park—Walter W. 

Inc. (Sturr Stge. Co.) 
Montclair—E. E. Leach, Inc. 

Montclair Fireproof Stge. Whse., Inc. 

Mullen Stge. Whse., Inc. 
Morristown—Brown's Stge. Co., Inc, 
Newark—Chelsea Model Whse. Co. 

Job De Camp, Inc. 

Knickerbocker Stge. Whse. Co., Inc. 
New Brunswick— New Brunswick 

Stge. Whse. Co. 
Paterson—Safety Storage Co., Inc. 
Point Pleasant—A. G. Rogers, Inc. 
Red Bank (Monmouth County)— 
Anderson Bros., Inc. 
Ridgewood— Walter W. Hoffman, Inc. 
eet Orange—South Orange Stge. 
Sorp. 
Sum mit—The Summit Express Co., Inc. 
Trenton—Petry Express & Stge. Co., 


Hoffman, 


Inc. 
Westfield—Henry P. Townsend 
Moving-Stge. 


NEW MEXICO 
Alamogordo—Palace Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Albuquerque—Benton Van & Stzge. 

Springer Tir. Co., Inc. 
Carisbad—Southern New Mexico Whse. 
Gallup—White Elephant Stge. & Tir. 
Hobbs— Younger Supply 
Rosweli—Luther Tfr. & Stge. Inc. 

Palace Tir. & Stge. Co. 

Sante Fe—Wilson Ttr. & Stge. 


NEW YORK 
Albany—John Vogel, Inc. 
Amsterdam—Riley Mvg. & Stge. 
Binghamton—Geo. E. Treyz 
Bronxville—Gramatan Moving & 

Stge. Co., Inc. 

Thorn’s Transfer, Inc. 

Grostiye— cme Eagle Whse. & Stge. Co. 
rooklyn, Inc. 

Harragan’s Stge. Whses., Inc. 

Long Island Stge. Whses., Inc. 

Reliable Van.& Stge. Co., Inc. 

Security Fireproof Stge., Inc. 

Wm. H. Strang Whses., Inc. 

Thomas Bros. Fireproof Whses., Inc. 
Buffalo—American Household Stge. Co., 


Inc. 

Cold Spring Stge. Co., Inc. 

Dayer Stge. Whse., Inc. 

Dye Stge. Co. 

Niagara Stge. Whse. Co., In 
Cooperstown— Mitchell a & Stge. 
Etmira—aA. C. Rice Stge. Corp. 

Far Rockaway, L.1.—John Winkler's 
Sons, 

Flushing, Me “i.—Flushing Stge. Whse. 
Co., Ine. 

Forest Hills—Hagens Vans & Stge. 
Muller Brothers Stge. Co., Inc. 
Great “3 L.1.—Great Neck Stge. 
Co 

on tae L.!.—Hempstead Stge. 

orp 

Horneli—Saxton Trucking Co. 

Jackson Heights, L.1.—Fred G 
Kelley, Inc. 

Jamestown—Chautauqua Stge. & 
Tfr. Co., Inc. 

Larch mont—Chelsea Fireproof Stge. 
Whses., Inc. 





Mamoroneck— Lightbody Bros. Stge., Inc. 


Mt. Vernon—Chelsea Fireproof Stge. 
Whses., Inc. 

New Hartford—DeVall's Moving & 
Stge. Corp. 

New Rochelle— Lightbody Bros. 
Stge., Inc. 

New York City—Atlas Stge. Co., Inc. 
Bowling Green Stge. & Van Co., Inc. 
Century Moving & Stge. Co. 
Chelsea Fireproof Stge. Whses., Inc. 
Cirker's Mov. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Dunham & Reid, Inc. 

Dwyer Stge. Whses., Inc. 
Fidelity Fireproof Whse., Inc, 
Fordham Stge. Whse., Inc. 
General Mov. & Stge. Co., Ing 
Gilbert Stge. Co., Inc. 
Globe Stge. & Mov. Co.* 
Hayes Stge., Inc. 
Kindermann Fireproof Stge. 
Whses., Inc. 
Lee Brothers Stge., Inc. 
Liberty Mov. & Stge. Corp. 
= —— Stge. & Whse. 


Morgin : ‘% Brother Fireproof Stge. 


walaceanher Mov. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Niagara Falls—Kuhns Stge, Ine. 
Peekskill— Peekskill Tfr. & Stge. 

Co., Inc. 
Plone et my Mount Pleasant 
Van & Stge., 
Poughheopete iene’ 8 Mov. & Stge. 
Richmond Hill, L.1.—Kew Gardens 
Stge. Whse., Inc. 

Queensboro Stge. Whse., Inc. 
Rochester—Blanchard Stge. Co., Inc. 
Rye—S. H. Graham Co., Ine. 

So. Glens Falis—Barney Sullivan 
Staten Island—Richmond Stge. 
Whse. & Van Co., Inc. 
Syracuse—King Stge. Whse., Inc. 
Sy eg Furniture Forwarding 
7) 
Utica—‘DeVall Mov. & Stge. Corp. 

Jones-Clark Trucking & Stge. Co., Inc. 
White Plains—J. H. Evans & Sons, Inc. 
Woodside, L.I.—Daley’s Stge. Whse. 
Yonkers— Feuer Whse., Inc. 

McCann's Whse., Inc. 


NORTH CAROLINA 
seen ~:~ eeene Tir. & 
Si 4) 
Charlotte—Carolina Tir. & Stge. 
Co., Ine. 
Durham—Jourdan Tir., Inc. 
Fayetteville—\M. M. Smith Stge. Whse. 
Greensboro—South Atlantic Bonded 
Whase. Corp. 
Havelock— AAA Stge. Co., In 
on . + ene ile Tir. & Stge. 
ne 
Jacksonville—AAA Stge. Co., Inc. 
Raleigh—Hobby’s Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Wilmington—Farrar Tir. & Stge. Whse. 
ata . ~~ eggeiitiaenee Tir. & Stge. 
o., Inc 


NORTH DAKOTA 
Bismarck—Al's Tfr. 
Fargo—Union Stge. & Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Grand Forks—Kedney Whse. Co., Inc. 


OHIO 
Akron—Jones Van & Stge. Inc. 

Knickerbocker Whse. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Ashtabula—R. E. Blair 
Cambridge—A. J. McKim Tir. & 

Stge. Co. 
Canton—The Cpnuinn Stge. & 
Whase. Co., 
Cincinnati—M. Nowten Mov. & Stge. 

The Fred Pagels Stge. Corp. 

The Security Stge. Co., Inc. 
Cleveland—Corrigan Brothers, Inc. 

The Lincoln Stge. Co., Inc. 

Windermere Stge. Co., Inc. 
Columbus—The Edwards Tir. & 

Stge. Co., Inc. 
The Fireproof Whse. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Cuyahoga Fallis—The Marria Tfr. 
Co., Inc. 
Dayton—The Lincoln Stge. Co., Inc. 
Delaware—Tilton Tir. & Stge. 
Lima—The Lima Truck & Stge. 
Co., Inc. 
Mansfield—Pringle Tir. & Stge., Inc. 
Marion— Wright Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Newark— Mathis Security Tir. & 
Stge. Co. 
Ravenna—Burbank Van & Stge., Inc. 
Springfield—W. P. Byerman, Inc. 
Steu benville—The Z. L. Travis Tfr. 
& Ste. Co. 
Toledo—Lee Stge. Co., Inc. 

The Moreton Stge. Co., Inc. 

Safety Stg_. & Tir. Co., Inc. 
Warren—Burbank Van & Stge., Inc. 
Za ee war C. Thompson 

r. Co. 


OKLAHOMA 
Enid—Enid Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Lawton—O K Tir. & Stge. Co. 
McAlester—O K Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Muskogee— Muskogee Tir. & 
Stge. Co., Inc, 
Otahome City—Mercury Van & Stge. 


O K Trr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Red Ball Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Ponca City— Ponca City Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Tulsa—Joe Hod — Fireproof Whses., Inc. 
Page Stge. & Van Lines 


OREGON 

Alba ey te Motor Transport 
Astoria—City 
ete pe FL Motor Transport 
Eugene—Bertsch Tir. & Stge. Co. 
Portiand—Holman Trfr. Co. 

Cc. M. Olsen Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 

Oregon Tfr. Co. 
Roseburg— Roseburg Tir. & Stge. 
Salem—RKed Star Tfr. Co., Inc. 


PENNSYLVANIA 
Allentown—Arthur W. Glose 
Bethienem—Arthur W. Glose 
9 ere & Christie Transit 

D. 









Donora—Al Zeffiro Tir. & Stge., Inc. 
East McKeesport—Ryan Tir. & Stge. 
Erie—Irwin Transportation Co. 
Harrisburg—M. F. Rockey Stge. Co. 
Lancaster—Jimmy Wilson, Jr. Stge. of 
Lancaster. 
Lansdowne—R. J. Robinson Stge. Whse. 
Lebanon—Lebanon Stge. Co. 
Lewisburg—W. E. Minium Mov. & Stge. 
New Castle—Keystone-Lawrence Tir. 
& Stge., Inc. 
New Cumberland—M. F. Rockey 
Stge. Co. 
Philadelphia— Advance Stge. Co. 
(Advance Transportation Co.) 
Federal Stge. Whses. 
Fidelity-20th Century Transportation 


Co. 
Germantown Fireproof Stge. Co., Inc. 
Hildenbrand Bros. 
Security Stge. Co. 
Terminal Whse. Co., In 
a —Blanck’s ‘Transportation 


Donaldson Ttfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Haugh & Keenan Stge. & Ttr. Co., Inc. 
Murdoch Stge. & Tir. Co., Inc. 

Ed Werner Tir. & Stge. Co 
Reading—Central Warehousing Service 
Scranton—Cawley Bros. Van Lines 
Wayne—Jimmy Wilson, Jr. Stge. 

Wilkes Barre—Trexler Bros. 
Williamsport— Williamsport Stge. Co. 
York—Jimmy Wilson, Jr. Stge. 


RHODE ISLAND 
Providence—Cady Moving & Stge. 


so., Inc. 
Greens Stge. Whses., Inc. 


SOUTH CAROLINA 
Charleston— McAlister Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Colum bia—Boineau’s, Inc. 
Greenville—Textile Whse. Co., Inc. 
Spartanburg—Brock Tir. & 

Stge. Co., Inc. 


SOUTH DAKOTA 
Aberdeen—Jobbers Whse. Co. 
Huron—Huron Transfer 
Lead—Green Tir. & Stge. 
Mitcheli—George A. Tobin Co., Inc. 
ae. — Western Whse. 

ts) c. 
Sioux Falls—Wilson Stge. & Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Watertown— Dakota Whse. Co., Inc. 


TENNESSEE 
Chattanooga—Chattanooga Tir. & 
Stge. Co., Inc. 

Crabtree Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Knoxville—Edelen Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Memphis—O. K. Stge. & Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Nashville—Bond-Chadwell Co., Inc. 

Central Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 

Sanders Tir. & Stze. Co., Inc. 

Oak Ridge—R. K. Smith Mvg. & Stge. 


TEXAS 
Abilene—J. D. Moore Tir. & Stge. 
Amarillo—Armstrong Tir. & Stge. Co., 


Inc. 
M & LL Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 

Austin—Austin Fireproof Whse. Co. 
Roberdeau Van & Stge. Co. 

Beau mont—Texas Stge. Co., Inc. 

Big — Spring Bonded Whse. & 

itge 

Bryan—Whitener Tir. & Stge 

Corpus aaa Tie. & Stge. 

Co., 

Detise-Binyon-O" Keefe Stge. Co., Inc. 
Dallas Tir. & Terminal Whse. Co., Inc. 
Interstate-Trinity Whse. Co., Inc. 

Dei Rio—Rio Grande Tir. & Whse. Co. 

E! Paso— International bn ag Co., Inc. 
Luther Tfr. & Stge., 

Fort Worth—binyou-O" Keefe Stge. Co., 


In 
Galveston—The Wiley & Nicholls Co., 


ne. 

Houston—A. B. C. Mov. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Herrin Tfr. & Whse. Co., Inc. 
Westheimer Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 

Killeen (Fort Hood)—Texas Fireproof 

Stge. Co., Ino. 

Laredo—J. C. Netzer Co. 

Longview—Roy Wilson Tir. & Whse. 

Lubbock—Luther Tir. & Stge., Inc. 

a ~ aimed Bonded Whse. Co., 


ne. 

Odessa—Luther Tfr. & Whse. Co., Inc. 

Port Arthur—English Tir. & Stge. Co. 

San Angelo— Luther Tir. & Whse.Co.,Inc. 

San F cg ~ plea Fireproof Stge. 
0 

Taylor—Stone Tir. & Stge. 

Texarkana—Hunter Tir. * Stge. Co. 

Tylter—Tarry Tfr. Co., In 

Victoria— Dean Truman Van & Stge. 

Waco—Texas Fireproof Stge. Co., Inc. 

Weslaco—Fidelity Bonded Whse. Co., 


Inc. 
Wichita Falis—Tarry Whse. & Stge. Co. 


UTAH 
Provo— Provo Trans. & Stge. 
Sate he ke City—Bruce Tir. & Stge. Co., 
ne. 


VERMONT 
Burlington—Chase Movers & Stge. 
Whase. 


VIRGINIA 
Alexandria—Victory Van Corp. 
Bristo!l—Sayre Stge. Co. 
Chartottecritio—Beourity Stge. & Van 

Lines. Inc. 
Hampton—Monroe Ttr. & Stge. Co. 







ALLIED VAN LINES. 


































































































no.} specialist in 
local moving! 


Nowport News—James Henderson Ttr. 
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Monroe Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Norfolk—Security Stge. & Van Co. 
Richmond—W. Fred Richardson 

Security Stge. Corp. 
Roanoke— Pitzer Tir. Rte. & Fuel Corp. 
Virginia Beach— Admiral Stge. & 

Tfr. Corp. 


WASHINGTON 
Bellingham—Swan's Mov. & Stge. Co. 
Mt. Vernon— Mt. Vernon Tir. Co. 
Olympia—G & H Trucking Co., Inc. 
Pasco—Tri-City Stze., Inc. 
Seattle—Ballard Tir. Co. 

Christie-Lambert Van & Stge. Co. 
Crone Mov. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Washington Tir. & Stge., Inc. 
Western Van & Stge. Co. 
Spokane— Riverside Whses., Inc. 


Tacoma—Pacific Storage & Distrib. Co. 


Vancouver—Bower Van & Stge. 
Yakima— Yakima Tir. & Stge. 


WEST VIRGINIA 
Charleston—Capitol Tir. & Stge. Co. 


oe mee gs oy Tir. & Stge. Co. 
. Miller Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


Wheeling—J. E 


WISCONSIN 
Beloit—Stateline Mov. & Stge. 
sulagese Fallis—Pevan Tir. & Stge. 
Eau Claire— Mueller Whse. Co. 


Green Bay—A. J. Schneider & Sons, Inc. 
Janesville— Whalen Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Madison— Madison Fireproof Whse. 
Whalen Tir. & Stge. Co., Inc. 

Milwaukee—Coakley Brothers Co., Inc 
Globe Mov. & Stge. Co. 


Grueschow Furniture Packing Co., Inc. 


United Fireproof Whse. Co., Inc. 
Neenah—Checker Mov. & Stge. 
Racine— Racine Stge. & Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Sheboygan— Hensel Tir. & Whse. Co. 
Wisconsin Rapids— Kreutzer Bros. 


WYOMING 
Casper— Natrona Tir., Stge. & Fuel Co. 


Cheyenne—Interstate Mov. & Stge. Co, 


Laramie—Cowboy Mov. & Stge. 


CANADA 

Brandon, Manitoba 
Unicume Stge. Co., Ltd. 

Edmonton, Alberta 
Big 4 Van Lines, Ltd. Core. 
MeNeill’s Van & Stge., Ltd. 
Western Cartage & Stge., Ltd. 

Halifax, Nova Scotia 
Halifax Tfr. Co., Ltd. 

Maritime Whse. & Tfr. Co., Ltd. 

Hamilton, Ontario 
McDougall The Mover, Ltd. 

Kingesen. Ontario— MacGregor, 

he Mover 

London, Ontario—F. B. Dixon Co, 

Medicine Hat, Alberta 
Robertson Transport, Ltd. 

Montreal, Quebec 
Kenwood's Westmount Tir. & 
Stge., Ltd. 

Morgan Stge. & Van Lines, Ltd. 

Ottawa, Ontario 
Capital Stge. Co. 

t-Richardson, Ltd. 

rthur, Ontario 
Armstrong-Batters McKenzie, Ltd. 

Regina, Saskatchewan 

eacock Van & Stge. Co. 
Smeed's Security Stge., Ltd. 

St. John, New Brunswick 
Maritime Whse. & Tfr. Co., Ltd. 
George A. Whittaker, Ltd. 

Sarnia, Ontario—}. B. Dixon Co., Ltd 

Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
McKee Mov. & Stge. Co., Ltd. 

Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario 
Bud's Transfer 

Toronto, Ontario 
Dixon Van & Stge. 

M. Rawlinson, Ltd. 
Tippet-Richardson, Ltd. 

Vancouver, British Columbia 
Crone Stge. Co., Ltd. 

Victoria, B. C. 

Heaney Cartage & Stge., Ltd. 

Windsor, Ontario 
Windsor Truck & Stge. Co., Ltd. 

Winnipeg, Manitoba 
Leslie's Stge.. Ltd. 

Security Stge. Co., Ltd, 


pert 


Woodstock Ontario 
Bigham, The Mover 
HAWAII 


Honolulu—HC&D Mvg. & Stge. 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS— 
(Continued from page 13) 


General, 60 I.C.C. 428. We have fre- 
quently found that the description of a 
commodity for sales purposes also fixes 
its identity for transportation purposes. | 
Southern Sewer Pipe Works v. Louisville | 
& N. R. Co., 122 I.C.C, 721.” 

If the shipper can show by competent | 
evidence that the goods shipped were 
actually cattle hides or horse hides, and 
not leather, the rate applicable on cattle 
or horse hides must be applied. 

The applicable rate is that which ap- 
plies on the article shipped and not that 
on the article described in the bill of 
lading. 

















STATE DOCKS 


BREAKS RECORD 


The Alabama State Docks 
handled a record tonnage 
during the past fiscal year 


Gross earnings were $4,- 
809,308 and net earnings 
after depreciation were $1,- 


and reached a new high in’ | 


earnings, General Manager 
J. P. Turner said Wednes- 
day. 

Turner said 4,972,812 
waterborne tons passed 
through the state facility 
during the year ending Sept. 
30. This was 7.24 per cent 
more than the previous rec- 
ord of 4,637,034 tons handled 
during the preceding fiscal 


326,303. The previous rec- 

$4,485,323 and 

| $1,261,873, respectively, also 

| were set during the 1952-53 
period. 

Loaded cars handled by 
the Docks Terminal Railway 
totaled 112,038. 

“The increase was shown 
despite a decline in general 
business during the past four 


ords of 


Turner said. “The decline in 
business was due to a reduc- 
tion in military shipments 
and also to handling of iron 
ore shipments by a privately 
owned bulk handling facility 
designed to handle its ore 
imported into Mobile and 
destined for that firm’s own 
plants in the Birmingham 
area.” 

He said a full report of the 
docks operations for Gov 
Gordon Persons now is be- 
ing prepared by the State 





FROM OUR READERS 








Discussion of transportation subjects by our readers 
is invited for use in this column. Letters must be 
brief and writers must identify themselves. Anony- 
mous communications will not be published. Ad- 
dress letters to ‘From Our Readers’ Editor. 


Editorial on Mr. Symes 
Plymouth, Mich. 


Again I want to congratulate you on 
the editorial you have written. I refer 
to the page editorial in your issue of 
November 13. 

The talk Mr. Symes made at Pitts- 
burgh was outstanding and I am glad 
to see you dignify it by your comments. 
It should be discussed more than it is. 
I cannot help but feel that a lot of rail- 
road officials are sympathetic, but maybe 
they are not talking about it because 
they wish they had the vision to say 
what he said. I am in hopes that your 
analysis will stir up more constructive 
criticism.—B. CoLEMAN, Vice-President, 
Evans Products Co. 

* a * 
Birmingham, Ala. 


Your editorial in the November 13 is- 
sue is another example of your practical 
good sense. I thoroughly agree with 
you. 

The transportation situation will con- 
tinue to deteriorate, to the disadvantage 
of the patrons, until the several forms of 
transportation learn to live with each 
other—A. W. VocTLE, Vice-President, 
DeBardeleben Coal Corporation. 





Coverage of R.C.C.C. Meetings 


Washington, D.C. 


I would like to call attention to the 
very fine job that Mr. Lewis W. Britton 
of vour staff did in covering the recent 
me>tings of the board of governors and 
of ‘he membership of our conference in 
Ney York City. 

‘orking under difficult conditions, Lew 
ca: ie up with the story in its essentials. 
W: have worked with Lew for years and 
ha e a great deal of respect for his 
ab lity as a fair-minded reporter work- 
In. hard to get the story of our accom- 
pl’ :hments. 

fellow hears so many jarring notes 
th se days, we like to sound a sweet one 
W: 2>n we can.—R,. J. McBripE, General 
M-nager, Regular Common Carrier Con- 
nce, American Trucking Associations, 





year months of the fiscal year,” Docks Board 












From The Mobile Register 


HERES WHYS 


CAREFUL HANDLING 
DISPATCH 
DEPENDABILITY 
ECONOMY 
















Is the shipping business really in a slump? Cer- 






tainly not at the Port of Mobile, where business 





during the fiscal year 1953-’54 was actually better 






than ever before. There must be a reason why the 






Port of Mobile continues to grow, to break records 






year after year. Those who have routed their ship- 





ments via this modern port know the reason is simply 





this: 






Careful handling, dispatch, dependable movement 





of cargo at moderate cost. 










SHIP VIA PORT OF MOBILE 


ALABAMA STATE DOCKS BOARD 


ALABAMA 









MOBILE , 













favored us with their patronage. (Me are 
hopeful that the service your shipments 


have received will continue to warrant 


shippers and receivers of freight, who have 
Burlington routing. 





We are constantly improving our 





equipment and facilities to provide you 
a with the best transportation in the tervi- 
> Y tory we serve. 

Once again, our Chanks to you. 





Burlington Lines 
Everywhere (West 


Chicago, Burlington & Quincy “Railroad — 


Wy) 


1, 







a ee == ee smowars 


metas 


Colorado and Southern Railway 


ea lae and Denver Railway 





t, 
SON. he Thankful - 
| Ht this Chanksgiving season, 
, we give thanks to our many friends — 
| 
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LATE NEWS 


TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION NEWS TOO LATE TO CLASSIFY 


LE AV ET ENC! 


Von 


Increased Railroad Charges for Wharfage, 
Handling at Southern Ports Go Into Effect 


1.C.C. Suspension Board Declines to Suspend Increases Protested by 


Fertilizer Shippers and Others. 


And South Florida Ports, Richmond to Tampa. 


The Commission, Board of Sus- 
pension, has voted not to suspend in- 
creased railroad charges for wharf- 
age and handling of export, import, 
intercoastal and coastwise traffic at 
the south Atlantic and south Florida 
ports, from Richmond, Va., to Tam- 
pa, Fla., inclusive. The charges be- 
came effective on November 24. 


Also included in the adjustment, it 
was stated, were new provisions in num- 
erous rate tariffs in connection with the 
application of rates on export, import, 
coastwise and intercoastal freight mov- 
ing to or from the considered ports, 
whereby any additional charges at the 
ports, other than those published in the 
proposed port charges tariffs, as de- 
manded by port terminal operators, 
would be collected by the operators from 
the shipper or consignee and would not 
be absorbed by the railroads out of the 
line-haul rates. 


Among tariffs included in the adjust- 
ment were’ Agent C. A. Spaninger’s 
I.C.C. No. 1452, Norfolk & Western Rail- 
way tariff I.C.C. No. 9518, supplement 
No. 15, Chesapeake & Ohio Railway 
tariff I.C.C. No. 13391, and Virginian 
Railway tariff I.C.C. No. 2411, supple- 
ment No. 4. 

Protestants against the now effective 
port charges included the North Caro- 
lina Traffic League, Cavalier Shipping 
Co, Inc., Charles D. Roberts, Rudolph, 
Hach & Co., Inc., and, in a joint petition, 
Mutual Fertilizer Co., Southern Fertilizer 
& Chemical Co., Southern States Phos- 
phate & Fertilizer Co., and Reliance 
Fertilizer Co. 

4t the Commission it was that the 

lroad adjustment was supported by 

state ports authorities of North Car- 
ina, South Carolina, and Georgia. 


The group headed by Mutual Fertilizer, 
i that the respondents operating ter- 
nals and wharves at Savannah, Ga., 
d other south Atlantic and Gulf ports, 
whom Agent Spaninger filed his I.C.C. 

1452, were the Atlantic Coast Line, 
Central of Georgia, the Savannah & 
lanta, the Seaboard Air Line, and the 
ithern. 


Increased Charges Stated 


Che protested increased charges were 
forth by the joint protestants as 
lows: Wharfage, general, from 28 
its a ton of 2,000 pounds to 30 cents 
the south Atlantic ports; sulphate 


Charges Effective at South Atlantic 


Numerous Tariffs Filed. 


of ammonia, wharfage, 25 to 30 cents; 
calcium ammonium nitrate, wharfage, 
25 to 30 cents; fertilizer and fertilizer 
materials, wharfage, 25 to 30 cents, and 
handling, 38 to 69 cents; potash and 
potash salts, wharfage, 25 to 30 cents; 
sulphur, wharfage,’28 to 30 cents, and 
handling, 41 to 69 cents. 

It was set forth in the petition that 
the charges at the Gulf ports would re- 
main the same as the present rates, ex- 
cept that traffic at these ports would take 
an increase from 38 to 69 cents on fer- 
tilizer and fertilizer materials handling. 

On superphosphate, it was stated that 
the present 25-cent rate on wharfage 
maintained by the Central of Georgia 
and the Seaboard would remain un- 
changed and that these railroads’ han- 
dling charges would remain at the pres- 
ent 80 cents on traffic to the south At- 
lantic ports, but would drop to 38 cents 
at the Gulf ports. The Atlantic Coast 
Line’s wharfage charge on this commod- 
ity would increase from 25 to 30 cents 
at the south Atlantic ports and remain 
at 25 cents at the Gulf ports and the 
charges for A.C.L. handling would remain 
at 38 cents at the Gulf ports but increase 
to 69 cents at the south Atlantic ports, 
according to the protest. 


Charges on nitrate of sodium of the 
Central of Georgia would remain at 25 
cents for wharfage and 38 cents for 
handling, at the South Atlantic ports, 
with no changes indicated for the Gulf 
ports, it was stated in the protest. 


Increase ‘Not Uniform’ 

The shipper joint petitioners said they 
protested the increases for wharfage 
and handling “inasmuch as they are not 
being uniformly increased at all ports, 
particularly with respect to wharfage 
charges.” 


“That charge,” they said, “should be 
uniform on all fertilizer, fertilizer ma- 
terials and on sulphur at both south 
Atlantic and Gulf ports. If allowed to 
become effective petitioners will be sub- 
jected to unlawful discrimination ex- 
pressly prohibited by section 3 of the 
act. 


“At the same time no change is to be 
made in the wharfage charges on nitrate 
of sodium at Savannah, Ga., and Wil- 
mington, N.C. Nitrate of soda is prin- 
cipally a foreign product in keen com- 
petition with American production and 
it is manifestly a discrimination to make 
no increase thereon while compelling 
petitioners to pay a higher wharfage 
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charge on all other fertilizer materials. 

“Petitioners further protest against the 
increase made in the handling charges 
on sulphur necessary to the production 
of superphosphate at Savannah, Ga., as 
well as at the other Gulf ports. Until a 
similar charge is made effective at the 
latter ports it is quite obvious that pro- 
ducers thereat are being preferred to 
petitioners’ disadvantage.” 


See ‘Preferential Treatment’ 


The petitioners said their rate com- 
parison set forth in their protest showed 
graphically the “preferential treatment 
that the respondents are extending to 
other communities and. individuals as 
well as the undue discrimination against 
petitioners should these increased charges 
be permitted to become effective and also 
the unreasonable practice of respondents 
in selecting one commodity used in the 
fertilizer industry not to subject it to 
increase while others are subjected to 
varying increases, somewhat contrary to 
the contentions advanced by them in 
Jacksonville Port Terminal Operators 
Assn. et al. v. A. T. & N. RR. et al., 263 
EES. 35 

The petitioners also asserted that “the 
system of port equalization according 
uniform charges to all parties that has 
evolved during the past several decades 
will be completely disrupted with undue 
preference being accorded to enterprises 
at the Gulf ports.” 


Rails Answer Protests 


The Southern Freight Association as 
agent on behalf of railroads parties to 
Spaninger’s No. 1452 and other railroad 
tariffs, filed an answer to the protests 
and petitions for suspension. 

The S.F.A. said there had long been 
a need for some measure of increases 
in wharfage and handling charges ap- 
plicable at Virginia, south Atlantic, and 
south Florida ports. 

“With the exception of one or two iso- 
lated commodities,” continued the as- 
sociation, “no increases have been made 
in these charges for many years except 
an increase of 10 per cent corresponding 
with the Ex Parte 123 increase in rail- 
road freight rates, and an increase of 
25 per cent corresponding with the Ex 
Parte 162 increase in railroad freight 
rates. 


“So far as fertilizer and fertilizer ma- 
terials in bags are concerned, the han- 
dling charges (with the exception of 
those at Jacksonville, Fla.) have not re- 
ceived the benefit of even the increase of 
10 per cent corresponding with the Ex 
Parte 123 rate increases.” 


The association characterized as “in- 
correct” a statement in a petition for 
suspension that in the tariffs complained 
of there were a number of increases that 
represented added expense up to 50 
per cent and which were, therefore, 
deemed by the protestant to be en- 
tirely unreasonable. 

A supplemental answer in support of 
the railroad charges was filed by E. C. 
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Hicks, Jr., assistant freight traffic man- 
ager of the Atlantic Coast Line, on be- 
half of that railroad and other parties 
to Spaninger’s No. 1452 port charges 
tariff. 

A memorandum in support of the pub- 
lication made in blanket supplement to 
Agent Spaninger’s I.C.C. No. 1374 and 24 
other tariffs, to become effective Novem- 
ber 24 under I.C.C. special permission 
No. 62750, dated October 12, was filed 
with the Commission by the Coast Line, 
Norfolk Southern, Seaboard, and South- 
ern, and the Southern Freight Tariff 
Bureau. 


Rate Group Says Failure 
To Suspend Tariff Rule 


Partially Nullified Order 


Alleging that by failure of the 
Commission to suspend an interme- 
diate tariff rule while suspending 
the operations of the rates contained 
in the same tariff, the effect of the 
order of suspension was partially 
nullified, the Southern Motor Car- 
riers Rate Conference has asked the 
Commission to institute an investi- 
gation into the reasonableness and 
lawfulness of the rule. 


By an order entered in I. and S. M- 
6486, Fabrics and Yarn—South to New 
England, the conference said, the Com- 
mission suspended various changes in 
rates as published in supplement 21 to 
tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 2 of Nigro Freight 
Lines, Inc., the operation of which the 
conference said it had protested. 

After the publication was suspended, 
the conference said, Nigro petitioned the 
Commission to vacate the order of sus- 
pension and investigation. 

In its petition, the conference said, 
Nigro sought to justify vacation of the 
order on the ground that a substantial 
portion of the rates which had been 
suspended were applicable from points 
which were allegedly intermediate to 
points from which the same rate already 
applied. 

“A check of supplement 21 to the Nigro 
tariff containing the suspended provi- 
sions,” the conference said, “indicated 
that said Nigro had published in Rule 22 
on page eight a so-called intermediate 
rule. Through oversight suspension had 
not been requested of such Rule 22. 

“Practically the entire justification set 
forth in the Nigro petition for vacation 
of the suspension order .. . thus existed 
only after the effective date of the very 
same supplement in which the suspended 
matter in the above-entitled proceeding 
was contained. 

“In other words,” the conference con- 
tinued, “while the Commission obviously 
thought, by reason of its order of sus- 
pension herein, that the various rates 
which were suspended were unlawful, by 
failure to suspend the new Rule 22 pro- 
viding intermediate application, the ef- 
fect of the order of suspension was par- 
tially nullified.” 


The conference said that the inter- 
mediate rule was the same rule published 
by Nigro in another tariff and was sus- 
pended by the Commission in I. and S. 
M-5266, Various Commodities—Nigro 
Freight Lines, Inc. 


“Thus by the republication of this new 
rule, with only very minor change,” it 
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said, “the order of suspension in I. and S. 
M-5266 to the extent it involved the in- 
termediate rule, has been circumvented.” 

The conference said that there was 
now pending before the Commission in 
MC-C-1692, Intermediate Rules—South 
and East, an investigation instituted by 
the Commission, on its own motion, into 
the reasonableness and lawfulness other- 
wise or substantially the same interme- 
diate rule provisions as published in 
Nigro’s MF-I.C.C. No. 2, and applying in 
the same general territory. 

The conference asked the Commis- 
sion to waive the provisions of its gen- 
eral rules of practice and accept and 
consider the instant petition. It further 
asked the Commission to institute an 
investigation into the reasonableness 
and lawfulness of Rule 22, and join the 
investigation with the matter under sus- 
pension in I. and S. M-6486. 


25,000 Chicago Cartage 
Drivers Ask Pay Raise 


Eight Chicago union locals of the 
International Brotherhood of Teamsters, 
etc., in a meeting in the Conrad Hilton 
hotel in Chicago to discuss proposed 
amendments to the Chicago local cart- 
age agreement, decided to ask for a wage 
increase of 25 cents an hour for the ap- 
proximate total of 25,000 truck drivers 
employed by about 2,000 Chicago area 
cartage companies. 

The terms of the demands were an- 
nounced by H. E. Wood, secretary- 
treasurer of Local 705 of the A.F.L. 
teamsters union. 


Merger of N. C. & St. L. 
With L. & N. Is Planned 


The board of directors of the Louisville 
& Nashville Railroad at a meeting held 
in New York City, adopted a resolution 
directing the officers of the L. & N. to 
initiate plans for the merger of the 
Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Rail- 
way with the L. & N. 


The following statement was issued by 
A. L. M. Wiggins, chairman of the board 
of the L. & N.: 


“For a number of years, consideration 
has been given to the question of merg- 
ing the Nashville, Chattanooga & St. 
Louis Railway and the Louisville & 
Nashville Railroad and during the past 
two years specific studies have been 
made as to the effect of such merger. 


“These studies show conclusively that 
a merger will be consistent with the 
public interest and in the interest of 
both railroads, their security holders and 
their employes. Service will be improved, 
savings in costs of operation will be ef- 
fected and the added strength of the 
combined organization will enable these 
railroads better to meet the highly 
competitive conditions confronting the 
railroad industry. The proposed merger 
represents an effort to effect the great- 
est degree of economy in the operation 
of these properties while maintaining 
the highest degree of service to the pub- 
lic. 

“Every effort will be made to preserve 
all of the advantages now enjoyed by 
both railroads and in particular their 
fine public relationships. The full co- 
operation of shippers and public will be 
sought in support of the stronger and 
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more effective organization and service 
that will result from the merger. 

“The plan to be considered will in, 
an exchange of common stock of the 
Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. for 
the stock of the Nashville, Chattanooga 
& St. Louis Railway. Under the lay, 
the plan of merger is subject to the 
approval of the stockholders of both 
companies and the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

“The Louisville & Nashville Railroad 
Co. owns 191,747 shares of the tota! of 
256,000 shares of the Nashville, Chatta- 
nooga & St. Louis Railway. It is also 
guarantor of the first mortgage bonds of 
the railway. 

“Plans to develop the merger 
proceed promptly.” 


lve 


will 


New Haven Announces New 
Procedures for Handling 
‘Storage’ Mail for P.O. 


A contract between the New Haven 
Railroad and the Post Office Depart- 
ment under which “storage mail” 
will be paid for on the basis of such 
mail loaded and unloaded in a test 
month at principal mail generating 
points on the railroad, and with a 
recheck of the rate twice a year, 
has been described as the first of its 
kind by Patrick B. McGinnis, presi- 
dent of the New Haven. 


Storage mail is that which does not 
have to be sorted en route. It constitutes 
the bulk of the mail carried by the rail- 
roads. 

The contract, it was explained, 
provided for the establishment of a rate 
per cubic foot of storage mail loaded 
and unloaded in the test month at the 
principal mail-producing points on the 
New Haven. The rate would be applied 
in each of the ensuing six months and 
payment for the transportation of the 
storage mail would be determined 
monthly on a volume basis, it was said. 
The rate would be tested each April 
and October to match it with any 
changes in the characteristics of the 
mail, the announcement said, adding: 

“The new contract permits the prompt 
preparation, presentation and payment 
of mail claims, and clears the way for 
more economical and efficient handling 
and transportation of mails on the New 
Haven Railroad. 

“It vastly simplifies the complex and 
costly accounting and billing procedures 
which have grown up over the _ past 
thirty-eight years and which in some 
cases have delayed railroad payments 
several years. 

“The management of the New Haven 
Railroad and officials of the Post Office 
Department believe that the new con- 
tract represents a forward looking  p- 
proach to the solution of many common 
problems arising out of past and present 
obsolete procedures, practices and me'!- 
ods governing the transportation of mil 
by rail.” 


‘Exclusive’ Mail, Express Trains 


Mr. McGinnis, saying that the c1- 
tract was the first of its kind betw en 
a railroad and the government, also §e- 
ferred to plans for a system of mov 1g 
mail and express in trains exclusi\ ly 
devoted to such traffic. 

He asserted that loading and unlo: i- 
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ing «f mail and express cars at the 
“heac-end” of a passenger train often 
caused delays which were annoying to 
passengers and which slowed down the 
passenger-train . schedules. 

“I envisage whole trains of passengers 
only and whole trains of mail and express 
only,” said Mr. McGinnis. 

He also said he had directed the New 
Haven’s operating department to start 
a study of the handling of newspapers 
and magazines to speed their delivery 
and so keep pace with achievements in 
the publishing industry. 

As to the new contract with the gov- 
ernment, Mr. McGinnis said the depart- 
ment must be given the service it needed 
to expedite the mail and that “we 
must look for the latest technological 
advances to replace the time-consuming 
practices of the past.” 


Great Lakes Board Planning 


Seaway Forum at Buffalo 


A forum discussion of the St. Law- 
rence Seaway and its effect on the 
eastern railroads will be conducted in 
connection with the meeting of the Great 
Lake Regional Advisory Board, at the 
Statler hotel, Buffalo, N.Y., December 2. 

Dr. Marvin A. Rapp, consultant, port 
division, city of Buffalo, will speak as a 
supporter of the seaway project, and B. 
W. Tyler, assistant to the vice-president 
of the Pennsylvania Railroad, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., will speak for the railroads. 
The moderator will be Charles C. Ficht- 
ner, executive vice-president of the Buf- 
falo Chamber of Commerce. Audience 
participation will be invited. The forum 
will follow a luncheon at 12:15 p.m. 

Cooperating with the board in arrange- 
ments for the meeting are the Buffalo 
Chamber of Commerce, the Buffalo Traf- 
fic Club, the Central Railway Club of 
Buffalo, the Niagara Frontier Industrial 
Traffic League and the Transportation 
Club of Buffalo. 

The morning session of the board will 
open at 9:30 am. K. S. Wright, general 
traffic manager of the Carborundum Cor- 
poration, of Niagara Falls, N.Y., will re- 
view the board’s activities in 1954. M. G. 
McInnes, vice-president of the Erie 
Railroad Co., Cleveland, O., will submit 
the report of the railroad contact com- 
mittee. A discussion will be devoted to 
forecasting carloadings and production 
trends. R. E. Clark, manager of the 
closed car section, car service division, 
Association of American’ Railroads, 
Washington, D.C., will speak on the 
national transportation situation. 

Three speakers will review the 1954 
perfect shipping campaign and will dis- 
cuss the future outlook. H. E. Chapman, 
traffic manager of the S. S. Kresge Co., 
Detroit, Mich., will speak for the shippers 
committee; A. J. Van Huss, general claim 
agent of the Detroit, Toledo & Ironton 
Rail-oad Co., Dearborn, Mich., will speak 
for the railroad committee, and J. A. 
MacLellan, special representative of the 
AAR. freight loss and damage preven- 
tion section, Chicago, will discuss devel- 
opn ents in claim prevention nationally. 


Conference on Air Rates 
Fo’ ‘Surface’ Mail Called 


1l 1e Civil Aeronautics Board has issued 
& rotice of prehearing conference in two 
of | s dockets in which it approved rates 
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for the transportation of first-class mail 
by air. 

The prehearing conference will be 
held before Examiner Herbert K. Bryan 
on December 1 in Room E-206, Tempo- 
rary Building No. 5, Sixteenth Street and 
Constitution Avenue, N.W., Washington, 
D.C., in dockets Nos. 6881 and 6901. 

In No. 6881, the C.A.B. approved rates 
for the “experiment” of placing first- 
class mail and other preferential matter 
on planes for transportation between 
New York and Chicago, Washington and 
Chicago, Washington and New York, and 
between those points and certain Florida 
points. 
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In No. 6901 the board approved a tem- 
porary rate, over the objection of the 
railroads, for the transportation of the 
“surface” mail by air along the West 
Coast. 

The prehearing conference would..be 
held for the purpose, among others, of 
defining the issues in the proceedings 
and the positions of the parties on those 
issues, the C.A.B. said. It said that the 
witnesses to be heard would be made 
known, and dates set for the exchange 
of testimony and exhibits, and for the 
formal hearing. 


(See court story on page 73) 


F.M.B. Finds Pooling Agreement Helpful 
To American Ship Line in Foreign Trade 


Follows Conclusions of Its Chief Examiner That Agreement Between 
Lykes Bros. and an English Steamship Company Slightly Lessens 
Competition, but Leaves Substantial Competition to Be Overcome. 


The Federal Maritime Board has 
adopted the views of its chief ex- 
aminer that it must consider the 
diminution of competition under 
shipping agreements when it is com- 
puting the amount of an operating 
differential subsidy, but that, in the 
case before it, the lessening of com- 
petition is slight and no bar to the 
subsidy. 


The board’s opinion was issued in S-27, 
Sub. 2, Investigation of Agreement No. 
7616, Lykes-Harrison Pooling Agreement. 


Chief Examiner G. O. Basham pro- 
posed the findings adopted by th2 board 
in a recommended decision last August 
(T.W., Aug. 14, p. 62). The board later 
remanded the case to the chief examiner 
for clarification of his findings to show 
the extent to which competition had 
been diminished under the agreement. 
In a supplemental recommended deci- 
sion, Chief Examiner Basham found that 
the import of the testimony was that the 
effect of the agreement in making up 
deficencies in sailings and influencing 
the movement of cargo, was the excep- 
tion and not the rule and that diminu- 
tion of competition was slight (T.W., 
Nov. 6, p. 76). 


Issues Defined 


The issues in the proceeding, as 
amended by the board, were set out in 
its amended order of investigation as 
follows: 

“1. Whether these agreements by (a) 
pooling or apportioning earnings, losses 
or traffic; (b) allotting or distributing 
sailings, traffic or areas; (c) restricting 
the volume, scope, frequency or cover- 
age of services; or (d) any other means, 
create relationships such as eliminate 
or tend to eliminate or diminish the 
extent of competition among their sig- 
natories. 

“2. If so, whether the board is required, 
as a matter of law, to consider under 
sections 603(b) and 606 of the merchant 
marine act, 1936, as amended, such elim- 


ination or diminution of competition in 


computing the amount of operating- 


differential subsidy to be granted to 


American-flag operators, 
such agreements. 

“3. Whether, if the board is required, 
as a matter of law, to consider such 
elimination or diminution of competi- 
tion, if any, in such computation, it is 
precluded from so doing in the case of 
any approved agreement which was in 
effect at the time the operating-differ- 
ential subsidy contract was first awarded. 

“4. Whether, if the board is not 
required as a matter of law, to consider 
such elimination or diminution of com- 
petition, if any, in such computation 
under sections 603(b) and 606 of the Act, 
it should nevertheless so consider the 
same in the exercise of sound adminis- 
trative discretion.” 

The two sections of the merchant ma- 
rine act referred to by the board govern 
the computation of operating-differen- 
tail subsidies and their periodic review 
and adjustment. 


F.M.B. Findings 


Among the findings of the board was 
this general one: 

“The pool results in increased fre- 
quency of service at principal ports, ade- 
quate coverage at lesser ports, greater 
share of Lykes of the available traffic, 
including high-rated cargo, and in- 
creased earnings by the carriers from 
maximum utilization of vessel space, 
better balanced cargoes, elimination. of 
wasteful calls at smaller ports, and re- 
duced voyage turnaround. Additionally, 
the pool has tended to break down the 
traditional preference of British shippers 
for British-flag lines. Lykes, under the 
pooling agreement, has carried 50 per 
cent of the cotton moving from the Gulf 
to the United Kingdom under the con- 
trol of British government procurement 
agencies, whereas in the absence of the 
pool, Lykes would probably have been 
excluded from participation in such 
shipments. Although control over these 
shipments has recently been released by 
the British government to private British 
purchasers, Lykes continues to partici- 
pate in the trade to an extent not pos- 
sible without the pooling agreement.” 

The board added that, since freight 
rates in the Mersey (River) trade were 
comparable to the rates in Lykes’ serv- 
ice B-2 from the Gulf to London and 


signatory to 
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continental ports, in which there was 
no pool, “it is clear that the pooling 
agreement has neither an adverse nor 
a beneficial effect on rates.” It said 
that all members of the Gulf/United 
Kingdom Conference who qualified as 
cotton carriers might vote on freight 
rates. 


Lykes’ Need for ‘Cost-Parity’ 


In a number of detailed findings, the 
board said that the pooling agreement 
had the effect of diminishing foreign- 
flag competition, and that operating 
economies resulting from the pooling 
agreement presented formidable compe- 
tition for non-member carriers. Other 
findings were summarized in the afore- 
mentioned general finding, and the 
board then said: 


“The existence of the pooling agree- 
ment does not affect Lykes’ need for 
cost-partity with foreign-flag competi- 
tors. It further appears, from the evi- 
dence adduced at the hearing, that Lykes 
could not long operate in this trade on 
a long-range basis without subsidy and 
that the termination of subsidy might 
well result in cancellation of the pooling 
agreement. Lykes’ president testified 
that Harrison might well seek to drive 
Lykes out of the trade if Lykes should 
be put to the disadvantage of unsub- 
sidized operation. We infer from this 
testimony that the pool only exists while 
substantial competition between Lykes 
and Harrison remains; that the pool 
serves only to partially restrain, for 
economic advantage in operation, the 
continuing, substantial competition be- 
tween the parties.” 


The board also observed that the Mari- 
time Commission was aware of a pre- 
war pool (agreement No. 2401) when it 
first awarded a subsidy contract to Lykes 
in 1937, and that the present agree- 
ment (No. 7616) was in existence when 
a resumption subsidy contract was ex- 
ecuted. The board added, in part: 


“When the present pooling agreement 
was before the Maritime Commission for 
approval under section 15 of the shipping 
act, 1916, the commission dealt not only 
with the questions involved under that 
section, but also considered the implica- 
tions and effect, under the act, of ap- 
proving a pooling agreement to which a 
Subsidized operator was a party. In fact, 
the commission approved the agreement 
only after it had sought and received 
advice from its general counsel that the 
agreement was not unlawful per se, under 
the act. Actually, the consideration of 
this agreement led to the formulation 
and incorporation of article II-18(c) in 
all operating-differential agreements.” 


F.M.B. Findings 


After saying that the subject agree- 
ment had been brought to the attention 
of committees of the House and Senate 
on four occasions, the board stated that 
it had reached the same conclusions as 
its chief examiner, and set its conclusions 
out as follows: 


“Issue No. 1. Relationships have been 
created which do not eliminate competi- 
tion between the signatories to agree- 
ment No. 7616, but which do tend slightly 
to diminish competition between the sig- 
natories thereto. Notwithstanding the 
diminution, the competition met by Lykes 
remains substantial. 


“Issue No. 2. The board is required on 
a matter of law to consider under sections 
603(b) and 606(1) of the act, diminution 
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of competition in computing the amount 
of operating-differential subsidy. 


“In view of our conclusions on issue 
No. 2, it is unnecessary to consider issue 
No. 4. Since the agreement was not in 
effect when Lykes’ subsidy was first 
awarded, it is unnecessary to consider 
issue No. 3.” 


Motor Bureau Assails Union 
Pacific’s ‘Piggyback’ Rate 


Cut for Stops-in-Transit 


A proposal on the part of the Un- 
ion Pacific Railroad to reduce its 
stopping-in-transit charge from 
$9.76 a stop, to $3.00 in connection 
with its trailers-on-flat-car service 
from Salt Lake City, Utah, to points 
in Idaho, has been protested by the 
Rocky Mountain Motor Tariff Bu- 
reau, Inc. 


The bureau asked the Commission to 
suspend and investigate the new and re- 
duced charges and provisions named in 
items 135-A and 140-A in supplement No. 
10 to the U.P.’s tariff No. 5000 I.C.C. 
No. 5381, filed to become effective De- 
cember 9. 


Asserting that it was acting on behalf 
of the motor common carriers parties to 
its tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 36, the bureau 
said that the proposed reductions would 
seriously affect these carriers if the re- 
ductions were permitted to become effec- 
tive. The proposed reduced charges and 
provisions were non-compensatory, un- 
lawful, unjust and unreasonable, it said. 


The bureau called attention to I. and 
S. No. 6274, Reduced Stop-Off Charge— 
Utah to Idaho, in which it said the 
Commission suspended respondent’s 
previous publication attempting to estab- 
lish a charge of $3 a stop in connection 
with the rates named in item 3000 series 
of the same tariff. 


The respondent withdrew the sus- 
pended matter and now was attempting 
to establish in connection with those 
same rates the same charge a stop to 
complete loading or to partially unload, 
it said. 

This time, the bureau said, respondent, 
instead of making the publication in the 
rate items, had added exceptions to the 
general rules for stopping-in-transit. 
The presently effective charge for stop- 
ping-in-transit applicable in connection 
with all rates named in respondent’s 
tariff was $9.76 a stop, it said. 


“Attention is invited to the fact that 
respondent’s regular charge for stop- 
ping-in-transit for partial loading or un- 
loading at any point in Idaho is $11.99 
per stop (item 120 Union Pacific Railroad 
Co. Tariff 6086-J, I.C.C. No. 5364,” the 
bureau said. “This charge is applicable 
in connection with carload freight mov- 
ing to Idaho from all other states and 
moving from Idaho to all other states. 


“In its tariffs naming rates on freight 
transported in trailers-on-flat-cars, the 
respondent named different charges for 
stopping-in-transit. The charge is $12.56 
per stop in item 430 of respondent’s 
tariff I.C.C. No. 5387, naming rates from 
the Pacific northwest to Idaho points. 


“The charge is $9.75 per stop in items 
380 and 385 of respondent’s tariff I.C.C. 
No. 5382 and $9.76 in items 135 and 140 
of respondent’s tariff I.C.C. No. 5381. 
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“All of the rates named in respon (ent; 
tariff I.C.C. No. 5381 apply ony 
freight loaded in or on trailers an 
transported on flat cars. The respo dey 
does not have the necessary facilites t 
load the trailers on the flat cars o> up. 
load the trailers from the flat cars y 
every point named in the tariff. 


“Item 150 through 185 of the tarif 
provide for the substitution of mot 
carrier service for rail service. In actu) 
operation, the flat car transporting the 
freight loaded in or on the trailers wij 
move between points at which the re. 
spondent maintains the necessary facili 
ties for the loading or unloading of the 
trailers on and off the flat cars. 


“The substituted motor carrier servic 
will necessarily be utilized for the point; 
at which the necessary loading and un. 
loading facilities are not maintained 
Suppose that the shipment is to by 
stopped for partial unloading at an inp. 
termediate point at which there are no 
facilities for unloading the trailer from 
the flat car and that the nearest poin 
at which such facilities exist is some 
distance beyond the intermediate point 


“Undoubtedly the shipment would move 
through the intermediate point to the 
nearest point having the necessary un- 
loading facilities and then the trailer 
would be moved by substituted moto 
carrier service back to the intermediate 
point for partial unloading. 


“The respondent should be called upon 
to show how the additional charge of a 
mere $3.00 per stop would be compensa- 
tory, especially when the _ respondent 
finds it necessary to charge $12.56 per 
stop on traffic moving from the Pacific 
northwest and accorded the same acces- 
sorial service. 


“There is no competitive necessity for 
the proposed reductions. The respond- 


_ ent’s presently effective charge for stop- 


ping-in-transit to complete loading or 
for partial unloading is the same as the 
applicable charge via the protestant 
motor common carriers (item 255, Rocky 
Mountain Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc, 
agent, Class and Commodity tariff No 
14, MF-I.C.C. No. 36). 


“The respondent may again contend 
that the proposed publication is to meet 
the provisions of item 65, in connection 
with item 95, of George A. Sims, M. K. 
Sims, Elmer L. Sims and G. Grant 
Sims, doing business as Salt Lake Trans- 
fer Co., motor freight tariff No. 1-H, 
MF-I.C.C. No. 7. Under MC-109236 that 
motor carrier has authority to transport 
over irregular routes general commodi- 
ties in truckloads betwen Salt Lake 
City, Utah, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Ogden, Utah, and Pocatello, 
Blackfoot, Idaho Falls and Boise, Ida. 


“The protestant again submits that if 
the respondent believes it is affected by 
competition occasioned by the stopping- 
in-transit rule published by an irregular 
route carrier, the respondent should have 
filed an appropriate complaint wit! the 
Commission.” 





Ohio Valley Board Meeting 


Emphasis will be on the progra™: of 
car conservation and an improvec cal 
supply at the thirty-first annual me’ “Ing 
of the Ohio Valley Transportation Ad- 
visory Board, December 9, in the } th- 
erlands Plaza hotel, Cincinnati, O. 4¢- 
cording to an announcement from the 
board. 
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It’s a Wise Old Bird that 
Knows how to Duck... 


. . and it’s a smart executive that routes his next shipment 
“VIA A&D”. Fast, efficient dieselized service assures you of 
prompt delivery. Regardless of origin or destination ... . it’s 
“on-time everytime” when you specify A&D. 


“Dor Service See... the Meh’ 


ATLANTIC & NVILLE RAILWAY 


GENERAL OFFICES. 115 West Tazewell St., Norfolk 10, Va. 


Ageacies: NEW YORK DANVILLE ATLANTA MACON, GEORGIA WASHINGTON, D. C. 
Rm. 906 500 Fifth Ave. 650 Craghead Street Rm. 315 A. G. Rhodes Bidgq. 115 Mulberry St. 5000 38th St., N.W. 
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THE WEEK IN TRANSPORTATION 


National Industrial Traffic League Holds 
47th Annual Meeting in New York City 


League Rejects Motion for Repeal of Section 22, Adopts 
‘Watchful Waiting’ Attitude on Bulwinkle Agreements and 


Terminal Switching Cases. 


L. P. Siddons Elected President. 


By LEWIS W. BRITTON 


Lively discussions followed the 
presentation of many of the reports 
of standing and special committees 
of the National Industrial Traffic 
League at its forty-seventh annual 
meeting, held in the Statler hotel, 
New York City, November 18 and 19, 
but in the majority of cases the rec- 
ommendations hammered out in 
committee and executive committee 
discussions were adopted by the 
League membership. 


In those two days, the League mem- 
bers considered more than 30 reports 
of standing and special committees, deal- 
ing with a variety of transportation sub- 
jects. There was a handful of reports 
which were offered as information only, 
but others contained recommendations 
which brought expressions of opposing 
views, and some of the committees 
brought in supplemental reports for con- 
sideration. 

One of the supplemental reports dealt 
with the asserted need for legislation 
which would require that government 
traffic move under tariff rates where such 
rates were available and which would at 
the same time provide for the movement 
of extraordinary government shipments 
uncer negotiated rates where there were 
no published rates in effect. The view 
that outright repeal of section 22 would 
not accomplish the objectives of the 
League was accepted by the membership. 

!* was also pointed out that, while ex- 
am ners’ reports in two proceedings in- 

ng the participation of rate bureaus 
roceedings before the Commission, 
in requesting the suspension of 
fs filed for individual members, were 
ne with the League’s position, those 
rts had still to come before the Com- 
ion. 


the matter of terminal switching, 
ibers who had had cases decided ad- 
ely to them in Ex Parte 104, Part IT, 
eedings were advised to await the 
sion of the Commission in its inves- 
tion of the terminal switching tariff 
he eastern railroads. The view was 
‘essed that the Commission would 
>a “more realistic view” of the ter- 
.al switching situation and might in- 


dicate what was to be done about cases 
decided in the past adversely to League 
members. 


Canadian Visitors 
Before the League settled down to its 
first business session, Andrew H. Brown, 
president of the League, called to the 
rostrum Oswald Crawford, president of 





After serving as a team for two years in the top 
posts of the N.I.T. League, Lowe P. Siddons 
(left), traffic manager of the Holly Sugar Cor- 
poration, Colorado Springs, Colo., becomes presi- 
dent of the League, and Andrew H. Brown (right) 
retires as the League’s president. Mr. Siddons 


was formerly vice-president. The picture was 
taken at the close of the annual meeting in New 
York City. 


the Canadian Industrial Traffic League. 
Mr. Crawford is with the Powell River 
Sales Co., Ltd., Vancouver, B.C. 

He said he was happy to tell the N.I.T. 
League members that the growth of the 
C.1.T.L. was continuing, its membership 
now numbering more than 850 traffic 
managers from all sections of Canada. 
Mr. Crawford said that when he sat 
through a meeting of the N.I.T.L. it was 
difficult to remember that he was not 
attending a meeting of his own group, 


See Late News, pages 19, 20, 
21 and 22, for other transpor- 
tation news developments. 


because so many of the problems were 
common to the United States and Can- 
ada. 

Mr. Powell introduced the following 
members of the Canadian traffic associa- 
tion: J. Mitchell, Du Pont Co. of Canada, 
Montreal, first vice-president of the 
C.I.T.L.; H. A. Mann, Toronto, general 
secretary of the Canadian group; C. 
LaFerle, Simpson-Sears, Ltd., Toronto, 
Ont.; L. J. Child, Polymer Corporation, 
Ltd., Sarnia, Ont.; R. W. McLecy, Good- 
year Tire & Rubber Co., Ltd., New To- 
ronto, Ont.; L. T. Smith, Kraft Foods 
Co., Ltd., Montreal; H. C. Cottrell, G. H. 
Cottrell Co., Ltd., Toronto; P. I. Lefebvre, 
Continental Can Co., Ltd., Montreal; 
F. E. Neville, Quebec Iron & Titanium 
Corp., Ltd., Montreal; G. T. Parent, 
Sterling Drug Manufacturing, Ltd., 
Windsor, Ont.; H. Williams, John Wyeth 
& Brother (Canada), Ltd., Walkerville, 
Ont., and G. C. Gray, Tormon Assembly 
Agency, Toronto, Ont. 


The League’s Officers 


After serving two years as vice-presi- 
dent of the League—a period during 
which Andrew H. Brown was president— 
Lowe P. Siddons, traffic manager, Holly 
Sugar Corporation, Colorado Springs, 
Colo., was elected to the presidency. 

D. G. Ward, director of transportation, 
Olin Mathieson Chemical Corporation, 
Baltimore, Md., was chosen as vice-presi- 
dent. Grant Arnold, general traffic man- 
ager, E. J. Lavino & Co., Philadelphia, 
was chosen treasurer for his second term. 

Five new regional vice-presidents were 
chosen, and three were reelected to that 
post, as follows: 


New England Region—Norman G. 
Crafts, traffic manager, Hood Rubber Co. 
division of B. F. Goodrich Co., Water- 
town, Mass., succeeding J. M. Stuart, 
traffic manager, The Stanley Works, 
New Britain, Conn.; Trunk Line region 
—Perry M. Gish, general traffic man- 
ager, American Radiator & Standard 
Sanitary Corp., Pittsburgh, succeeding 
C. W. Gottschalk, assistant vice-presi- 
dent, traffic and transportation division, 
Jones & Laughlin Steel Corporation, 
Pittsburgh; Central Freight Association 
region—H. D. Rhodehouse, general traffic 
manager, Republic Steel Corporation, 
Cleveland, succeeding S. L. Felton, gen- 
eral traffic manager, Acme Steel Co., Chi- 
cago; Southeastern region—L. O. Kim- 
berly, Jr., manager, traffic department, 
North Carolina Cotton Manufacturers 
Association, Atlanta, Ga., succeeding R. 
L. Murphy, traffic manager and attorney 
for the Georgia-Alabama Textile Traffic 
Association, Atlanta; Pacific Coast region 
—C. S. Connolly, general traffic manager, 
Carnation Co., Los Angeles, Calif., suc- 
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ceeding A. D. Carleton, San Francisco, 
Calif., manager of the traffic department, 
Standard Oil Co. of California. 


The directors reelected were: Western 
Trunk Line region—Ray H. Thompson, 
general traffic manager, The Maytag Co., 
Newton, Ia.; Southwestern region—Ken- 
neth P. Tubbs, traffic director, Amarillo 
(Tex.) Chamber of Commerce, and 
Northwestern region—F. C. Forward, 
general traffic manager, Minneapolis- 
Moline Co., Minneapolis. 


Board Members Elected 


The 100-man board of directors elected 
at the New York meeting contained 24 
new members, those being indicated by 
asterisks in the following listing of the 
membership of the entire board: 

New England Region: J. D. Dawson, 
Worcester, Mass.; F. J. Gill, Portland, 
Me.; J. B. Griffin, Waterbury, Conn.; L. 
Petersen*, Boston, Mass.; J. M. Stuart, 
New Britain, Conn.; L. F. Van Kleeck, 
Berlin, N.H., and Paul Weaver, Provi- 
dence, R.I. 


Southwestern Region: R. D. Barziza, 
Houston, Tex.; Ed. P. Byars, Fort Worth, 
Tex.; W. W. Klingensmith, Tulsa, Okla.; 
P. H. Kuhns, Ponca City, Okla.; Frank 
A. Leffingwell, Dallas, Tex.; Cecil P. 
Newsom*, Dallas, Tex.; H. B. Phillips, 
Dallas; B. W. Russell*, Tulsa; G. E. 
Schneider, New Orleans, La., and L. D. 
Smith, Houston. 


Southeastern Region: L. A. Gossage’, 
Nashville, Tenn.; C. A. Mitchell, Mem- 
phis, Tenn.; W. L. Murph, Jr., Kan- 
napolis, N.C.; R. L. Murphy, Atlanta, 
Ga.; B. H. Overton, St. Petersburg, Fla.; 
O. H. Weaver, Griffin, Ga., and Richard 
A. Whitty*, Louisville, Ky. 

Central Freight Association region: J. 
C. Allen*, Chicago; E. E. Allison, Lan- 
caster, O.; N. J. Beez, Toledo, O.; Free- 
man Bradford, Indianapolis, Ind.; T. C. 
Burwell, Decatur, Ill.; H. J. Carroll, 
Akron, O.; L. R. Cowles, Chicago; W. A. 
Cramer, Chicago; E. J. Davis, Peoria, 
Ill.; W. J. Edmonds, Granite City, IIL; 
E. W. Girton, Chicago; T. Godbold, River 
Rouge, Mich.; H. A. Hollopeter, Indian- 
apolis; S. F. Kirby, Chicago; F. R. Hysell, 
Cleveland, O.; Eugene Landis, Chicago; 
R. F. Lohman*, Cleveland; F. E. Luebbe, 
Cincinnati; W. R. Lynch, Detroit, Mich.; 
G. D. MacLean, Ft. Wayne, Ind.; E. A. 
Olson*, Chicago; L. A. Pomeroy, Jr., 
Cleveland; Walter N. Saaby, Chicago; 
H. E. Solsman, Cincinnati, and J. R. 
Staley, Chicago. 


Pacific Coast Region: R. B. Bell*, Los 
Angeles, Calif.; Avery M. Cloninger, 
Longview, Wash.; Taft Kallof*, San 
Diego, Calif.; P. Steele Labagh, San 
Francisco, Calif.; W. E. Maley, Los An- 
geles; J. D. Paul, Seattle; G. J. Pinker- 
ton, San Francisco; L. J. Rowley, Bur- 
bank, Calif.; A. F. Schumacher*, San 
Francisco; W. G. Stone, Sacramento, 
Calif. and Omar O. Victor, Salt Lake 
City, Utah. 


Western Trunk Line region: H. J. 
Bowman, Racine, Wis.; W. E. Buchelt, 
West Bend, Wis.; J. J. Hartnett, Omaha, 
Neb.; Stephen G. Hirschmug]l’*, St. Louis, 
Mo.; H. F. Klocker, St. Louis; G. L. 
Moran, Kansas City, Mo.; F. J. Rebhan*, 
Denver, Colo.; H. T. Reed*, Milwaukee, 
Wis.; E. R. Spanenberg, Milwaukee; Thos. 
Vincent*, Waterloo, Ia.; Hugo Waninger, 
St. Louis, and O. B. Wynn, Madison, Wis. 
Northwestern Region: L. E. Luth, St. 


Paul, Minn.; M. T. Northey, Minneapolis, 
Minn., and Geo. H. Shafer, St. Paul. 

Trunk Line Region: C. H. Beard, New 
York, N.Y.; R. M. Boyd, Pittsburgh, Pa.; 
T. P. Connors *, New York; F. F. Estes, 
Washington, D.C.; L. E. Galaspie, Rich- 
mond, Va.; C. W. Gottschalk, Pittsburgh; 
Geo. O. Griffith*, New York; Carl P. 
Greeley *, New York; C. J. Harriss*, 
Buffalo, N.Y.; R. F. Hogan*, Philadel- 
phia, Pa.; Sheldon R. Lewis, Camden, 
N.J.; J. N. Lind, Pittsburgh; Robert 
Maguire, Philadelphia; Frank G. Moore, 
Pittsburgh; A. H. Nelson, New York; 
Sam Portnoy *, New York; J. A. Quinlan, 
New York; R. J. Ross, New York; Olaf N. 
Rye *, New York; Arthur C. Schier, New 
York; W. B. Shepherd, Pittsburgh; 
Walter F. Schulten*, Pittsburgh; R. C. 
Waehner, New York; C. H. Wager *, New 
York, and K. S. Wright, Niagara Falls, 
N.Y. 


Pinkerton Heads Board 


At a luncheon meeting on November 
19, attended by League officers, executive 
committee members and directors, the 
board of directors elected as its chairman 
C. J. Pinkerton, traffic manager, Hills 
Bros. Coffee, Inc., San Francisco, Calif., 
and selected as its vice-chairman Harold 
T. Reed, director of transportation, Line 
Material Co., Milwaukee, Wis. 

The League’s executive committee is 
made up of the officers, regional vice- 
presidents, chairman of all standing 
committees and all past presidents, with 
the addition of the following 30 members 
of the board selected at New York: 
Messrs. Allen, Beard, Buchelt, Burwell, 
Cloninger, Cramer, Estes, Girton, Gotts- 
chalk, J. B. Griffin, Hartnett, Kirby, 
Leffingwell, Lewis, Luebbe, Nelson, New- 
som, Overton, Pomeroy, H. T. Reed, Ross, 
Saaby, Rowley, Shafer, Shepherd, L. D. 
Smith, Victor, Weaver, Waehner and 
Waninger. 


The report of the nominating commit- 
tee, headed by E. W. Girton, general 
traffic manager of Wilson & Co., Inc., 
Chicago, was unanimously adopted, and 
— were no nominations from the 

oor. 


Executive Committee Report 


President Brown made a brief address 
of welcome at the opening session of the 
annual meeting, November 18. After Mr. 
Brown had called the president of the 
Canadian Industrial Traffic League to 
the platform, and had asked Edward F. 
Lacey, retired executive secretary of the 
N.I.T. League, to stand and be recog- 
nized, Lester J. Dorr, Mr. Lacey’s suc- 
cessor, read the report of the League’s 
executive committee. 


Included in the report was a recom- 
mendation that the following be elected 
as honorary life members: J. E. Bryan, 
former executive secretary and general 
traffic manager for the Wisconsin Paper 
& Pulp Manufacturers Association, Chi- 
cago; S. L. Felton, formerly general traf- 
fic manager of Acme Steel Co., Chicago; 
R. R. Flynn, formerly general traffic 
manager, Inland Steel Co., Chicago; Carl 
Giessow, formerly director of the trans- 
portation bureau of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Metropolitan St. Louis; 
A. G. T. Moore, formerly traffic man- 
ager of the Southern Pine Association, 
New Orleans, La.; W. H. Pease, formerly 
general traffic manager, Bridgeport Brass 
Co., Bridgeport, Conn., and H. W. Van 
Antwerp, formerly director of traffic, 
Behr Manning Corporation, Troy, N.Y. 

The recommendation, made on the 
basis that those men “were members of 
the League for many years” and had 
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“actively participated in its affairs, 
unanimously adopted by the membe 
Mr. Dorr reported that the tim: 
place for a spring or special meeti 
the League, should one be deemed 1 
sary, was left to the discretion o 
officers. He said that no recomm: 
tion was necessary, as the executive 
mittee had power to make the dec sion 
He announced that the 1955 annua! 
meeting of the League would be heid at 
the Conrad Hilton hotel, Chicago, op 
November 17 and 18, and that the 195¢ 
annual meeting would be held in New 
York City on November 15 and 16, each 
meeting to be preceded by a two-day 
meeting of the executive committee. 

Mr. Dorr pointed out that the League 
had been organized in Chicago in 1907. 
and said that it would celebrate its 
fiftieth anniversary in 1957. He added 
that the executive committee recom- 
mended that the annual meeting in that 
year be held in Chicago. 

The action of the executive commit- 
tee in connection with the reports of the 
various committees of the League was 
given consideration as each of the re- 
ports was presented. ’ 


was 
ship 
and 
g of 
‘CRS. 
the 
ida- 
om- 



























Aeronautics Committee Report 


The first report to be received by the 
League was that of its Aeronautics Com- 
mittee, presented by Harry R. Brashear, 
committee chairman and director of 
traffic service of the Aircraft Industries 
Association of America, Inc., Washing- 
ton, D.C. The report, offered as informa- 
tion, contained no recommendations. 


Bill of Lading Discussion 


While the report of the bill of lading 
committee was presented as information 
by the committee chairman, Paul J. 
Bond, general traffic manager, Pure Oil 
Co., Chicago, and received by the mem- 
bership, Mr. Bond referred to two ad- 
ditional matters, and also reported that, 
with reference to the status of the air 
carriers’ bill of lading, a letter received 
the week of the meeting from the Civil 
Aeronautics Board indicated that “this 
subject is about to get off of dead- 
center.” 

In its report, the committee said there 
had been no progress since the 1953 
meeting at New Orleans in the matter 
of liability rules in connection with the 
transportation of commodities by air, the 
committee pointing out that in handling 
dockets before it (Nos. 4059 and 6149). 
the C.A.B. had concerned itself “only 
with liability rules affecting passengers 
and baggage.” The committee said it was 
urging the board to give quick attention 
to the property rules. 

The first of the supplemental matters 
referred to by Mr. Bond was a request he 
said was received from a new member, 
that the committee consider the possibil- 
ity of developing a short form order bill 
of lading. 


John S. Burchmore, counsel for 
League, advised against what he 
ferred to as “looseness” in connec 
with such bills because, he said, 
frequently represented evidence of * 

Mr. Bond said the subject had 
considered by the committee and ° 
because of the negotiable characte’ of 
the instrument, and the legal liabi! 
centering around its use, the comm 
did not recommend a change in the } 
ent form of the order bill of lading 
added that the stand was approve: by 
the executive committee. The recomr °n- 
dation that no change be made in ‘he 
bill of lading was adopted. 

The other matter which Mr. E :nd 
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prougnt up involved, he said, the print- 
ing o! bills of lading by shippers who 
permi ted printers to disregard the color 
requirements for the various copies as 
set out in the classification. A suggestion 
that the members check their practices 
to make sure they were complying with 
the rules of the _ classification was 
adopted. 
Car Demurrage and Storage 


The report of the car demurrage and 
storage committee contained items re- 
ported as information, as well as certain 
recommendations. The committee chair- 
man was N. J: Brennan, director of 
traffic, Chrysler Corporation, Detroit, 
Mich. 

The first recommendation of the com- 
mittee was acceptance of a change, for 
clarification, suggested by the Associa- 
tion of American Railroads’ committee 
on demurrage, in rule 2, section B—Free 
Time Allowed, in the demurrage rules, 
so as to add a reference to rule 2, section 
D, to the reference in the rule as at 
present to rule 3, section B, paragraph 
2a), as also governing free time. The 
recommendation to accept the change 
was adopted. 

Also adopted was a recommendation 
of the committee that approval be given 
a recommendation of the A.A.R. com- 
mittee that the following note be added 
to section C of demurrage rule 5: 

“NOTE—Each consignee will be consid- 
ered to have had uninterrupted use of 
the facility when one or more cars for 
unloading by him are placed or offered 
for placement each time the facility is 
switched. 

“Flag: Change in wording which re- 
sults in neither increase nor reduction 
in charges.” 

Mr. Brennan said the reason advanced 
for the change was that some railroad 
law departments thought that the word 


















































“uninterrupted” in the rule was am- 
biguous and that clarification was 
needed. 







Run-Around Formula 


The next proposal placed before the 
meeting by the car demurrage and stor- 
age committee involved approval of a 
proposal of the railroads to provide a 
tariff formula for making run-around 
adjustments, which was considered at 
the 1953 meeting of the League. A sub- 
committee of the car demurrage com- 
mittee appointed to study the subject 
recommended that, with the addition of 
the following sentence, the A.A.R. pro- 
posal be approved: 

“Debits and credits resulting from the 
run-around adjustments will be consoli- 
dated with debits and credits assessed 





















on “ars not involved in the run-around 
ad} stments for the purpose of deter- 
mining the amount of revised charges 
due to excess debits.” 





Tie committee report said that the 







Les ue’s recommendation would be 
placed before the entire A.A.R. demur- 
rac committee for consideration, and it 
rec mmended approval, with the addi- 
= of the foregoing language. The rec- 
n 


endation was adopted. 


opted also was a recommendation 
fo’ :pproval of a change to clarify para- 
gr ohs (a) and (b) of rule 8, section G, 
pba ‘graph 4, Note 1, Claims—Interference 
D: to Strikes. The change was intended 
to nake precise the time in which cars 
Ww ld be exempted from the rule when 
in_ound to strike-bound points by insert- 
in: “starting with the first 7 a.m.” after 
t humber of days allowed for giving 












forwarding directions after the beginning 
of strike interference. Mr. Brennan said 
that the A.A.R. committee had indi- 
cated approval of that language. 


‘Consignor’ Defined 


A proposal not included in the printed 
report of the committee involved a re- 
quest by the A.A.R. committee on demur- 
rage that the League concur in a clari- 
fication of the note to paragraph 1, sec- 
tion G, demurrage rule 9, freight tariff 
No. 4-B, by the addition at the end of 
the note of a sentence reading: 

“The term ‘consignor’ means the party 
in whose name cars are ordered and by 
whom loaded.” 

The A.A.R. explained that the proposal 
developed as a result of a request from 
the Atomic Energy Commission. 

The proposal, which had been ap- 
proved by the executive committee, was 
adopted. 


Relief From ‘Bunching’ 


Mr. Brennan pointed out that there 
were a number of items in the report 
for information, but he suggested that 
the last item, rule 9, section E—Relief 
from Bunching Under Average Agree- 
ments, should be considered by each 
member of the League. 


He said that study had been given the 
subject by subcommittees of the A.A.R. 
and of the League. Mr. Brennan said 
that when the average agreement rules 
were written “many years ago,” most of 
the trouble at that time was either the 
fault of the shipper or the consignee. In 
the last few years, he asserted, the rail- 
roads had been trying to operate more 
economically, adopting diesel locomotives, 
and operating larger trains. As a result, 
he said, there was bunching in the ter- 
minals. He said an attempt was being 
made to point out to the railroads that 
shippers should not be penalized under 
those circumstances. He reported that a 
proposal which it had been thought 
would produce something which might 
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be submitted to the League member- 
ship had not met with a sufficiently fa- 
vorable response when submitted to 
members of the A.A.R. committee on 
demurrage by its subcommittee. 


Released Motor Values 


A verbal report was made by Edward 
N. Mayer, general traffic manager, Ply- 
mouth Cordage Co., North Plymouth, 
Mass., chairman of the classification 
committee of the League, as follows: 

“This is just to alert the members of 
recent action of the American Trucking 
Associations, Inc., on released value rat- 
ing by the filing of application No. 21, 
dated October 4, seeking authority to 
revise and amend 16 of 20 items pres- 
ently published in the National Motor 
Freight Classification subject to released 
ratings in three brackets: Values ex- 
ceeding 75 cents per pound but not 
exceeding $1.50 per pound; values exceed- 
ing $1.50 per pound, but not exceeding 
$3.00 per pound; and values exceeding 
$3.00 per pound but not exceeding $4.50 
per pound.” 

Mr. Mayer referred to an item in the 
report of the motor carrier rate and 
classification committee report where, 
under the heading, “Limitation of Motor 
Carrier Liability,” it was said: 

“Under subject 99 of docket 58, the 
National Classification Board approved a 
rule limiting motor carrier - liability. 
Briefly stated the carrier’s liability is 
limited to $3 per pound unless the actual 
value is declared in the bill of lading at 
the time of shipment as being greater, 
in which event a charge of 10 cents will 
be made for each $100 or fraction thereof 
over $4 per pound.” 


“This docket has been appealed and 
an appeal hearing finally set for October 
13, 1954, in Washington. League counsel 
forwarded an opinion to the National 


Officers of the N.I.T. League for the coming year, left to right: Lester J. Dorr, reelected executive 

secretary (by the executive committee); Grant Arnold, traffic manager of E. J. Lavino & Co., 

Philadelphia, reelected treasurer; D. G. Ward, director of transportation, Olin Mathieson Chemical 

Corporation, Baltimore, Md., vice-president, and Lowe P. Siddons, traffic manager, Holly Sugar 
Corporation, Colorado Springs, Colo., president. 
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Classification Board that the rule was 
invalid and illegal. In the opinion of 
counsel this limitation on carrier liability 
is illegal and suspension can be obtained 
if it is published.” 

On the appeal to the National Classifi- 
cation Board, the board approved the rule 
(T.W., Oct. 16, p. 18). 

In answer to questions by members, 
Mr. Mayer said that the application No. 
21 was limited to 16 items, but that the 
docket proposal No. 99 was a broad one, 
covering all commodities. 


A member of Mr. Mayer’s committee 
expressed the view that that committee 
had to do with rail classification. A sug- 
gestion that Mr. Mayer’s report be re- 
ceived as information for the use of an- 
other committee, which President Brown 
said covered the subject in a broad way, 
was adopted. 


Carrier Independence 

Presentation of the report of the com- 
mittee to cooperate with transportation 
executives brought extended discussion 
of the right of the individual carrier to 
file independent rate proposals, the posi- 
tion of the League on the matter of rate 
bureau requests for suspension of, or 
complaint against, the rates of member 
carriers, and the proper action of the 
League in view of the proposed reports 
of Commission examiners issued in a 
Bulwinkle application case, and in Ex 
Parte No. 194, Proposed Rules for Carrier 
Associations Participating in Interstate 
Commerce Commission Proceedings. 

The feeling that the committee, and 
the League, had done, step by step, what 
could have been done in those matters, 
and that the examiners’ proposed reports 
were now before the Commission and 
gave recognition to the League’s position, 
led to rejection of a resolution offered 
from the floor which would have further 
defined the League’s position. 


The report of the committee, headed 
by C. H. Beard as general chairman— 
each classification territory having a 
regional chairman—contained a tabula- 
tion of each of the section 5(a) applica- 
tions filed with the Commission, show- 
ing the bureau or carrier association 
which filed it, the witness or witnesses 
who appeared for the League in those 
cases in which it participated, whether 
or not the League had filed a brief, and 
the present status of the application. 


These agreements, filed under section 
5(a) of the interstate commerce act 
(often called the Reed-Bulwinkle sec- 
tion), if approved by the Commission, 
provide immunity from the antitrust 
laws for common carriers in taking 
joint action on rates and related matters. 


League Position on Bureau Protests 


Particular attention was directed by 
Mr. Beard, who is general traffic man- 
ager, Union Carbide & Carbon Corpora- 
tion, to a brief filed by the League, 
after the report was printed, in section 
5a application No. 33, Central States Mo- 
tor Freight Bureau Agreement. In that 
brief, Mr. Beard said, the League asked 
the Commission to prohibit the bureau 
from filing suspension protests against 
proposals of members or groups of mem- 
‘bers. 


Mr. Beard also directed attention to 
the fact that an examiner’s proposed 
report had been issued in section 5(a) 
application No. 48, Eastern Central Mo- 


tor Carriers Association, Inc., Agree- 
ment, after the committee’s report was 
printed. He said that the examiner had 
recommended approval of the agreement, 
conditioned on prohibiting the associa- 
tion or its employes from requesting sus- 
pension or filing complaints against rates 
of participating carriers. 

In connection with section 5(a) appli- 
cation No. 53, Intercoastal Steamship 
Freight Association, Mr. Beard said the 
League had asked for further hearing. 
He added that the association was agree- 
able to making substantially all of the 
changes the League felt were necessary, 
and that the League might withdraw its 
request for hearing. 


Bureau Practice Before I.C.C. 


Referring to the report of Examiner 
O. L. Mohundro in Ex Parte No. 194, 
Mr. Beard said tiiat the finding of most 
interest to League members was that in 
which the examiner said that the practice 
of bureaus in appearing before the Com- 
mission to request suspension of rates 
established by independent action of 
their members should be corrected by 
appropriate and uniform enforcement of 
enumerated rules of the Commission’s 
general rules of practice, and by an 
addition in all section 5(a) proceedings 
in which rate agreements were approved 
of a proviso that would prohibit the 
association or agent, by whatever name 
called, or employes thereof, from request- 
ing suspension of or, filing complaints 
against, rates and tariffs of member 
carriers (T.W., Nov. 6, p. 67). 


1L.C.C. Authority Questioned 


It was suggested from the floor that 
the issue in Ex Parte No. 194 had not 
been settled by the examiner’s report— 
i.e., Whether the Commission could pro- 
hibit, by rule, an association from filing 
complaints, or whether or not “such 
objectives can be achieved through in- 
direct action.” The member said that, 
in connection with the Eastern Central 
and Central States agreements, that 
seemed to be “the chief rub” in connec- 
tion with obtaining approval of the agree- 
ments. The League, he added, had been 
“vehement in saying the bureaus should 
deny themselves the right which they 
otherwise seem to have to take such 
action.” 

He said, further, that in section 5(a) 
agreement No. 23, Middle Atlantic Con- 
ference Agreement, the Commission had 
said that whether a bureau did or did 
not restrict itself from filing protests 
was not a proper matter for consideration 
in connection with the agreement. That, 
the member added, “is where it stands, 
outside of these examiners’ reports.” 


He asserted that each of the mem- 
bers wanted to have “some kind of a 
special rate published when we want 
it published” and that “we are dismayed 
when our efforts succeed only to be 
followed by suspension as the result of 
a bureau protest.” He added that if it 
was to be assumed that the situation 
“was to be punctured by a series of 
individual filings, any semblance of a 
rate structure would disappear.” He 
said, further, that if there was to be 
what appeared to be “the objective here, 
that is, almost an uninhibited right of 
any one to publish any kind of a rate, 
we would have far more confusion.” 


Carrier Rights 


As the second point at issue for 
“traffic people,” it was said that any 
carrier bureau could protest the publi- 
cation by any carrier of an individual 
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tariff and that any carrier coul| jp 
turn request the suspension of any. 
thing published by a bureau, and tha 
“it is only this matter of the burvaus 
protesting matters published in ‘hej 
own tariffs that is at issue.” 

The member asked if an alternate 
suggestion would not accomplish the re. 
sult desired. He said the issue “come; 
up about the practice of law in that, i 
an association files against a member 
is it violating the code of ethics abou 
the practice of law?” 

He said the question was whether the 
bureaus were protesting on behalf of 
the entire membership, or on behalf oj 
one or two member lines, and he sug- 
gested permitting carrier action only to 
those bureaus which had received ap- 
proval of section 5(a) agreements, and 
requiring them to state in their protests 
that, in so doing, they are protecting the 
interest of their membership as a whole 
stating “with precision” what interest; 
of the membership as a whole they are 
protecting. 


Further Procedure 


Mr. Beard took the floor to say that 
“this has been considered by the com- 
mittee” but that it was the consensus 
of the group and of the executive com- 
mittee that “we are not through with 
this fight.” He added that “we only have 
examiners’ proposed reports” in connec- 
tion with Ex Parte No. 194, and the East- 
ern Central application. He said that 
they were exactly what the League had 
been requesting, but that the matter had 
yet to come before the Commission. Until 
the matter was settled, he said, he did 
not think that “we ought to backtrack 
in any particular way and soften our 
ideas, but go straight down the line for 
what we have been asking for several 
years.” He again said that the ideas 
advanced by the member in his sug- 
gestions had been considered by his com- 
mittee and the executive committee, and 
would be given further consideration 
“when and if we win this case, and I am 
sure we are on the right track.” 

The suggestion of the member, which 
he offered in the form of a motion, was 
rejected on a voice vote. 

Another member, who said he would 
vote for approval of the committee’s re- 
port as a whole when it was offered, 
asked if the committee had taken any 
steps to “get the decision out of the 
Commission.” Mr. Beard replied that the 
committee had done the best it could 
with each application, but he added that 
“we can’t rush the Commission any more 
than it will permit us to rush it.” 


Reading of Brief Suggested 


One of the regional chairmen of the 
committee to cooperate with transpor- 
tation executives said he was glad 
hear the remarks of the proponent of 
the motion which had been suggested. 
The regional official suggested that each 
member of the League read the brief 
in the Central States application case 
filed on November 8. He said he felt 
that the committee had done every’ 11ng 
it could, step by step, to follow the in- 
structions given it by the League ‘six 
years ago.” He said that the brie I 
the Central States case (section 5a ap- 
plication No. 33) “wraps up the pr sent 
thinking of the committee better an 
any other document, and it is no’ 100 
long.” 


Mr. Burchmore, League counsel, ‘va 
then asked if he would expres: a2 
opinion as to whether or not a_ ree 
and unrestrained right to indepe! ent 
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action means the right to pyblish a rate 
or to make it effective?” 

Mr. Burchmore replied by saying that 
the right to independent action “ex- 
tends all the way from the moment of 
consideration by an individual carrier 
management of whether its rates are 
what they ought to be, through its de- 
cision that a change is in order, and 
freedom from any action against it by 
the bureau, which is its agent in publish- 
ing the rates, to take action to prevent 
the taking effect of the rate.” He re- 
phrased his thought by saying that “from 
the beginning to the end of making the 
rate, there must be freedom from co- 
ercive action by the bureau.” Mr. Burch- 
more added that, in the brief in section 
5(a) application No. 33, “we have given 
full recognition” to the points suggested 
by the proponent of the rejected motion, 
but, League counsel added, “the thing 
is not so simple as it has been stated.” 


Diversion, Reconsignment 


The report of the diversion and re- 
consignment committee was received by 
the membership as information. The 
chairman of the committee was E. L. 
Peterson, director of traffic, Minneapolis 
Traffic Association, Minneapolis, Minn. 

Under the “Handling of Proposals 
Covering Changes in Diversion and Re- 
consignment Rules and Charges,” the 
committee said: 

“Several previous annual reports of 
your committee referred to the cancella- 
tion of the agreement between the 
League and the National Diversion and 
Reconsignment Committee which pre- 
viously governed the handling of pro- 
posals covering changes in diversion and 
reconsignment rules and charges. While 
the withdrawal of the railroads from the 
long-standing agreement continues to 
restrict the activities of your committee, 
it can be said that the National Diver- 
sion and Reconsignment Committee has 
cooperated to the fullest extent possible. 
Your committee considers all proposals 
of nation-wide interest for changes in 
rules and charges, appears at public hear- 
ings when necessary and so instructed, 
and so far as possible attempts to pro- 
tect the interests of the membership. 
All proposals are now appearing on the 
public docket and published in the Traffic 
Bulletin, and it is suggested that mem- 
bers give the committee the benefits of 
their views on any proposal with which 
they might have a direct interest.” 

The committee also reported that, 
since the 1953 annual meeting, the car- 
rier committee had approved a proposal 
to include “Alfalfa Meal’ under the same 
rule which governed grain, etc., as set 
forth in rule 1 and rule 1-A, when stopped 
for inspection and disposition orders. 
The committee said that, because of the 
nature of the subject, it had also trans- 
m tted a copy of the proposal to each 
o* the grain markets. It reported that 

t 2 proposal was now in effect. 


The committee also reported that three 
oposals having to do with dead freight 
iffic had been withdrawn from the 
cket of the carrier committee. 


Export, Import Traffic 


The next report offered was that of the 
ague’s Export and Import Traffic Com- 
ittee, headed by P. D. Barziza, traffic 
anager, Peden Iron & Steel Co., Hous- 
n, Tex. Parts of the report were offered 
; information. 


Among the recommendations approved 
as one that the League approve the ac- 
‘on of its committee in voting to oppose 
n application for an increase in load- 


ing and unloading charges made in 
Transcontinental Freight Bureau appli- 
cation C-1206 which the committee said 
amounted to as much as five and one- 
half cents a 100 pounds on import and 
export traffic. The recommendation was 
accepted. 


The committee’s report referred to H.R. 
9253, offered in the Eighty-third Con- 
gress, but not passed. It was directed to- 
ward the preservation of American ship- 
yards and the American merchant ma- 
rine by authorizing the construction of 
60 cargo and cargo-passenger vessels a 
year of such type as the Secretary of 
Commerce might decide. 

Shipbuilding Help 

The committee’s brief recommendation 
that the League favor that objective was 
not accepted by the executive committee, 
Mr. Barziza said, as the committee de- 
cided it should have more information. 
That information, Mr. Barziza said, he 
had since been able to obtain. He offered, 
therefore, a recommendation proposed by 
the executive committee, as follows: 


“In lieu of the committee’s recom- 
mendation, the executive committee rec- 
ommends that the League favor the 
policy of the federal government in sup- 
porting ocean shipping under the United 
States flag sufficient to serve such trade 
routes as are determined essential to 
our foreign commerce and of providing 
an effective auxiliary to national de- 
fense. To this end continued govern- 
ment aid should be given our interna- 


Lowe P. Siddons, elected to the 
presidency of the N.1.T. League 
after two years of service as vice- 
president, said that he thought de- 


mocracy had “overworked” in that 
it had placed him, “a Nebraska 
farm boy,” in what he considered 
the “top job” in the country. 





tional shipping services and to the im- 
portance of maintaining vigorous ship- 
building industries by private enterprise 
and thus ensure that progress in the arts 
of shipbuilding and ship repair be not 
impaired. Construction subsidies, de- 
signed to achieve parity with foreign 
ship builders appears necessary in order 
to accomplish these aims.” 


The membership adopted the execu- 
tive committee’s recommendation. 


Mr. Barziza was then asked from the 
floor if the mention in the recommen- 
dation only of construction subsidies 
meant that the committee opposed oper- 
ating subsidies. Mr. Barziza replied that 
it was believed that the declaration in 
favor of supporting ocean shipping under 
the U.S. flag would cover operating sub- 
sidies. 

Rates to Alaska 


The other subject on which the ex- 
port and import committee made a rec- 
ommendation was in connection with 
T.F.B. application B-907 and _ supple- 
ment 1 thereto. It reported that the 
original application proposed that ex- 
port and import rates in T.F.B. tariffs 
29 and 30 series to and from Pacific 
Coast points be made applicable on traf- 
fic destined to or originating in Alaska. 
Subsequently, the committee said, it was 
proposed in the supplement to establish 
an arbitrary basis of rates to all key 
Alaskan ports as now provided in British 
Columbia ports. 


The committee said that, as to the 
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original application, it was of the opinion 
that export and import rates should 
apply on Alaskan traffic “the same as 
Hawaiian traffic and other Pacific out- 
posts of the United States.” 

Before it could get its views to the 
rate committee, said the League’s com- 
mittee, the application and supplement 
were disapproved. At a public hearing 
granted on request before the bureau’s 
executive committee, the League stated 
its position favoring application of the 
rates to and from Alaska, and as feeling 
that “the present basis of rates applicable 
from and to Alaska are discriminatory 
in view of export and import rates ap- 
plicable to other points in the Pacific 
area.” The League committee reported 
that, following the hearing, the executive 
committee had “made record to decline 
the application and supplement thereto.” 

The recommendation made by the 
League committee, approved by its ex- 
ecutive committee, and adopted by the 
membership, was as follows: 

“Your committee feels that the League 
should go on record as favoring the ap- 
plication of export and import rates on 
traffic to and from Alaska, and therefore 
recommends that it adopt the following 
policy: That in view of the application 
of export and import rates to Hawaii 
and other points in the Pacific area sim- 
ilar rates should be made applicable on 
traffic to and from Alaska.” 


Air Freight and Air Express 


The League’s express committee made 
only one recommendation. As amended 
by the executive committee, and adopted 
by the membership, the recommendation 
read: 

“Your committee recommends that a 
subcommittee composed of members from 
the express committee, the committee 
to cooperate with transportation execu- 
tives and the aeronautics committee be 
appointed to work towards the reduc- 
tion of express rates to bring them more 
in conformity with air freight cargo 
charges.” 

As a preface to its recommendation, 
the express committee said that many 
members had felt that some effort should 
be made to obtain an adjustment in 
air express rates that “would more 
equitably reflect the spread between the 
air express rates and the air freight 
rates.” 


Other Subjects Considered 


Among other matters reported as in- 
formation, the committee said that work 
with the Railway Express Agency for 
extension of its pickup and delivery 
service to include the same general area 
covered by the railrads, motor carriers 
and freight forwarders had been “car- 
ried forward satisfactorily,” and that 
“extensions are being made at all points 
when and where requests have been 
made for such service.” 

As to classification rules or regulations, 
the committees said it was “pleased to 
report” that interested parties were being 
given 60 days’ notice of any proposed 
changes in express classification, or of 
proposed changes in rules or regulations. 
That information, it said, was also 
being published each week in the Traffic 
Bulletin. 


Pointing out that the Railway Express 
Agency, on August 2, had published re- 
duced rates on hosiery from a number 
of specific origin points to various 
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destinations throughout the country, the 
committee said that the action had been 
so successful that additional points and 
additional commodities were now under 
consideration. The committee said that 
it would continue to work with the 
R.E.A. “toward extending these rates 
to other points and on other commodi- 
ties as conditions warrant.” 


Inland Waterways Report 


There were no recommendations in 
the report of the inland waterways com- 
mittee, offered by its chairman, Louis A. 
Schwartz, general manager, New Orleans 
Traffic and Transportation Bureau. How- 
ever, Mr. Schwartz said there was a 
supplemental subject which has been 
referred back to the committee for con- 
sideration. He said a petition had been 
filed by McAllister Brothers, Inc., for 
reopening of and modification of the 
Commission’s order of 1941 in Ex Parte 
147, Towing of Floating Objects. Mr. 
Schwartz said that the 1941 order pro- 
vided an exemption for the towage of 
vessels—explained as applying to the 
towage of vessels from and to shipyards 
—from regulation. Mr. Schwartz said 
that McAllister asked reopening and 
reconsideration and that the Commis- 
sion had granted the petition and that 
the matter was now before it for deter- 
mination. He said that the question 
was to whether or not the towage of 
empty vessels between points in the U.S. 
should be under regulation. 


The chairman said the supplemental 
report was included as information, and 
the report of the committee, as supple- 
mented, was adopted. 


Intercoastal, Coastwise Report 


The report of the intercoastal and 
coastwise committee, offered as informa- 
tion by E. A. Read, manager, transporta- 
tion department, Oakland Chamber of 
Commerce, Oakland, Calif., its chair- 
man, was received by the membership. 
The report contained the following com- 
ment on the outlook for domestic steam- 
ship lines described as unfavorable: 


“There has been no improvement in 
economic conditions encountered by in- 
tercoastal and coastwise steamship lines. 
High operating costs and inability to im- 
prove revenues by rate adjustments, be- 
cause of competitive rail and motor car- 
rier rates, continue to make conditions 
unfavorable and there appears to be no 
prospect of improvement at the mo- 
ment. In fact, intensity of competition 
between rail and motor carriers, with 
consequent numerous reductions in rates, 
will probably make these conditions 
worse instead of better. 

“Not until techniques which lower costs 
are devised does it appear that more 
favorable operating conditions can be 
expected, but unfortunately the steam- 
ship operators do not appear to have 
done much in this direction.” 


Shipper-Receiver Obligations 
In connection with the presentation of 
his report as chairman of the freight 
claims and claims prevention committee, 
M. I. Adams, traffic manager, Cutler 


Hammer, Inc., Milwaukee, Wis., called 
attention to statements made at the 
meeting of the National Shippers Ad- 
visory Boards at Louisville in October 
concerning certain practices of shippers 
and receivers. 

Mr. Adams said that the railroads had 





been pressed to furnish more damage- 
free cars. At Louisville, he said, it was 
reported that in one instance there had 
been loss to the railroads in connection 
with interior car fittings. He said the 
railroad spokesman had said some in- 
dustries did not require all of the cross- 
mountings, that they removed those 
mountings and held them on their own 
premises, allowing the cars to move and 
failing to place all sections in the cars 
for unloading. In one instance, Mr. 
Adams said, it was reported that there 
was a loss of $1,600 worth of that type 
of equipment. 

He said that “we should be consistent 
and back up our demands for special rail 
equipment,” by handling the equipment 
properly to prevent loss through “this 
type of negligence.” 


Trailer-on-Flat-Car Views 


The printed report of the transporta- 
tion facilities and car service commit- 
tee carried a brief recommendation on 
the subject of trailer-on-flat-car serv- 
ice. A supplement to the report set forth 
the views of a sub-committee of the 
transportation facilities group, but, at 
the suggestion of Frank G. Moore, gen- 


Chairman Mitchell, of the Com- 
mission, speaking at the luncheon 
of the N.I.T. League recalled that 
his father was a buggy-maker, and 
was opposed to the automobile. He 


said the whole family had cheered 
when his father told them that 
he had been successful in having 
the cemetery association bar auto- 
mobiles from the cemetery. 





eral traffic manager, Columbia-Southern 
Chemical Corporation, Pittsburgh, Pa., 
the membership adopted a recommen- 
dation of the League’s executive com- 
mittee. 

The sub-committee’s recommendation, 
in the printed report, was that “the rail 
carriers be urged to make a determined 
effort through their traffic and operat- 
ing departments to increase the volume 
of controlled rail-trailer traffic; also 
that both the rail and motor carriers 
explore further the common carrier rail- 
trailer operation.” In.a supplemental re- 
port, the sub-committee withdrew those 
recommendations in favor of proposals 
that the railroads first try to increase 
revenue by their own efforts “rather 
than to permit outside agencies to 
profit through use of rail facilities,” par- 
ticularly when the carriers were either 
receiving or asking for ex parte increases 
in their charges. This was followed by 
@ paragraph similar to that in the 
printed report, and the final paragraph 
was to the effect that if the efforts of 
the railroads to increase controlled traf- 
fic did not produce satisfactory results, 
then both the railroads and motor car- 
riers should explore “further common 
carrier rail-trailer operation.” 


The executive committee’s recommen- 
dation, adopted in lieu of the recom- 
mendations offered by the committee, 
was that “the League commends the 
carriers for their experiment on trail- 
ers-on-flat-car service and awaits the 


results of that experiment with great 
interest.” 


Freight Car Ownership 


The committee offered a complete sub- 
stitute for the portion of its printed 
report on the freight car acquisition 
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program. In the substitute report, te 
committee said that “the present tre id 
of decline in ownership and servicea|)le 
equipment is alarming.” It added that 
the carriers’ program of ownership of 
1,850,000 cars adopted in 1950 to be 
attained in 1953 “now stands at 1,753,39\).” 
That, it said, was 96,610 cars short of 
the announced goal and that “of greater 
concern is the loss in total car ownership, 
and reduction in serviceable cars throuch 
increase in bad order cars now being 
experienced.” The report continued: 

“In the first nine months of 1954, re- 
tirements have exceeded installations by 
23,371 cars with but 11,106 cars on order. 
On October 1, 1954, 125,523 cars were 
undergoing or awaiting repairs. This 
is 7.2 per cent of ownership. Of this 
total 100,719 required ‘heavy’ repairs. This 
leaves but 1,624,559 serviceable cars. 

“It is estimated that a normal retire- 
ment approximating 5,000 cars per month 
is 60,000 cars annually. At least six 
months is required to deliver a new car 
after placement of the order. Hence 
orders for equipment should not drop 
below 30,000 just to maintain the level 
of present fleet.” 

The committee also asserted that Class 
A box cars were in “tight” supply most 
of the time, and that the condition and 
size of many cars more than 25 years old 
was such that they were largely unsuit- 
able. The carriers should survey this 
situation to eliminate unproductive 
equipment, replacing with modern cars, 
the committee declared. 


A.A.R. View on Cars 


The committee then said it had called 
the concern of the League members over 
the car situation to the attention of the 
railroads in November, 1953, and that 
the message had been presented to 
the members of the board of directors 
of the Association of American Railroads 
and to those present at a member road 
meeting at that time. 

The report said that William T. Faricy, 
A.A.R. president, in his reply to the 
message of the committee had stated 
that, with the car supply and demand 
approaching a peace-time balance and 
with traffic prospects what they were for 
1954, it would not be prudent for rail- 
road management to commit themselves 
to any accelerated program of car ac- 
quisition and that the railroads were 
not abandoning the goal of 1,850,000 cars, 
but that the timing must adjust itself 
to the revenue situation. 

After referring to a meeting with rep- 
resentatives of the Defense Transport 
Adminstration, the Army, the A.A.R., the 
car building industry, and the Shippers 
Advisory Boards in Washington in March 
of this year, at which, the report said, 
particular emphasis had been placed on 
“the dim outlook” for the car construc- 
tion industry and its possible effect on 
the cost of cars in the future, the repor' 
asserted that progress toward realization 
of the goal of 1,850,000 car ownersh'p 
had been in the reverse in recent month.. 
For eight consecutive months, said t/ 
committee, retirements had exceeded il 
stallations with a resultant decrease 
car ownership, citing ownership on Se} 
tember 1 of 23,690 cars less than < 
February 1. It added: 

“When this committee met with t! 
general committee of operating-tran 
portation division of the A.A.R. in Ch 
cago in June, 1950, in an endeavor ¢t 
have the carriers materially increas 
their car supply, total ownership was 1 
724,088 cars. Between that date an 
October 1, 1954, a total of 268,070 ne\ 
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cars were put in service—a handsome 
figure. Ownership as of that date was 
1,750,082, or a net gain of only 25,994 
cars. It can, therefore, be seen that re- 
tirements have taken a heavy toll.” 

The committee then discussed com- 
plaints about the quality of box cars, 
which it said were widespread, adding 
that shippers had reported that “as high 
as 20 per cent to 25 per cent of cars of- 
fered at times for loading were unfit.” 


‘Bad Order’ Cars 


Among other things, the committee 
said that “much concern has been ex- 
pressed over the continual increase in 
bad order cars and the tendency to cur- 
tail shop forces,” adding that “there 
seems to be some relationship between 
revenue loadings and cars awaiting re- 
pairs. 

It compared a figure of 7.2 per cent 
of bad order cars on October 1 of this 
year with 5.2 per cent on September 1, 
1953, and expressed the hope that there 
would be an early improvement. Due to 
the excessive number of bad order cars 
and “the prospects of improved busi- 
ness conditions generally which will ob- 
viously require more and better equip- 
ment,” the committee urged the car- 
riers immediately to take steps to reduce 
“this excessive bad order figure.” 


Car Supply Recommendations 


Its recommendations, which were 
adopted, were that the League take the 
following course of action: 

“1. Advise rail carriers that the Na- 
tional Industrial Traffic League is great- 
ly concerned about the decline in own- 
ership of freight equipment, the large 
and growing number of bad order cars, 
and decline in orders for new cars. 

“2. Urge the carriers to upgrade their 
existing equipment as rapidly as possible. 

“3. Urge the carriers to replace obsolete 
cars, many of which are over 25 years 
of age, with modern cars more nearly to 
meet present-day needs. 

“4. Establish subcommittees of this 
committee in each of the A.A.R. car 
service districts to work with the car- 
riers of that district toward a better car 
repair and upgrading program. 

“5. Acquaint the traffic officers of the 
various railroads with the amount of 
traffic lost to the railroads by reason of 
shortages of equipment or lack of suit- 
able equipment. 

Your committee recommends that 
consideration be given by the carriers 
to the feasibility of greater standardiza- 
tion of box cars.” 


Highway Cemmittee 


The report of the highway transporta- 
tion committee was also received as 
information when it was presented by its 
chairman, Ernest E. Allison, director of 

iffic, Anchor Hocking Glass Corpora- 

mn, Lancaster, O. 


A supplemental report made by that 
mmittee, after reviewing the opinions 
<pressed by various organizations to the 
resident’s committee for a highway 

ogram, also set out the views of, a 
ymmittee of the Governor’s Council, 
hich met in Chicago early in November. 
The League’s committee said that the 
ymmittee of six governors had adopted 
nd sent to all of the governors a six- 
oint program, as follows: 

“1. An adequate highway construction 
rogram for the next 20 years should 
equire the expenditure of twice as much 
noney as is presently anticipated. 

“2. For financing purposes, the various 
nighway systems should be divided into 





three categories—the interstate system, 
including essential urban access roads, 
other federal-aid systems, and the state 
and local systems. 


“3. Since the government has a major 
interest in the interstate system because 
of national defense and commerce needs, 
it should assume the primary financial 
responsibility. In addition, it should com- 
pensate those states which have spent 
their own funds for construction of mod- 
ern portions of the network. 


“4. The government’s $25,000,000,000 
portion of the cost for the next 10 years 
to be secured from general revenue, the 
issuance of bonds, or by the establish- 
ment of a national road financing au- 
thority. During fiscal 1953, the govern- 
ment received $979,000,000 from its motor 
fuels and lubricant taxes and $1,400,- 
000,000 from motor vehicle excise taxes. 

“5. States or their political subdivisions 
be responsible for the actual construc- 
tion, maintenance, administration and 
policing of their portions of the system. 

“6. States and localities will continue 
to have responsibility for construction of 
all other systems with the provision that 
as long as the government levies taxes on 
fuels and motor vehicles, it should con- 
tinue to make allocations to the states 
for highway construction.” 


League Membership Gain 


A net gain of 15 members, resulting 
from 50 resignations and the addition of 
65 new members, was reported by F. L. 
DeGroat, general traffic manager, Joseph 
Schlitz Brewing Co., Milwaukee, Wis., 
chairman of the League’s membership 
committee. He said that the total mem- 
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bership stood at 1,686. He added that, 
while “we fell short of our goal,” he 
believed that the committee had accom- 
plished a great deal, in view of the 
retrenchment programs of both industry 
and the carriers. 


The reports of Grant Arnold as treas- 
urer and of A. H. Lathrop, general traffic 
manager, American Enka Corporation, 
Enka, N.C., as chairman of the finance 
and auditing committee, were received. 


Budget of I.C.C. 


George H. Shafer, general traffic man- 
ager, Weyerhaeuser Sales Co., St. Paul, 
Minn., reporting as chairman of a special 
committee on the budget of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, after stat- 
ing that the Commission’s budget for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1955, totaling 
$11,500,000, represented the entire amount 
asked by the Budget Bureau for the first 
time since 1940, asserted that “this is 
a matter that appears to require some 
continuing watching.” 


Mr. Shafer said the “atmosphere and 
feeling toward the budget of the Com- 
mission has changed considerably in 
Washington.” He also said that there 
were “some moves on foot in Washington 
today” which could result in improve- 
ment for the Commission and its budget. 


Some of the League members, Mr. 
Shafer said, had been concerned over a 
period of years about some of the Com- 
mission’s activities. Some members, he 
said, had asked why they should con- 


As the annual meeting of the N.I.T. League ended in New York City, and members and officers faced 
the problem of transportation home—the weather having closed down the airports, putting the 
burden of the exodus on the railroads—these were six of the eight regional vice-presidents elected 
who could be gathered for a group picture. From left to right: C. S. Connolly, general traffic 
manager, Carnation Co., Los Angeles, Calif.; Kenneth P. Tubbs, traffic manager, Amarillo (Tex.) 
Chamber of Commerce; Norman G. Crafts, traffic manager, Hood Rubber Co. division of B. F. 
Goodrich Co., Watertown, Mass.; H. D. Rhodehouse, general traffic manager, Republic Steel 
Corporation, Cleveland; L. O. Kimberly, Jr., manager, traffic department, North Carolina Cotton 
Manufacturers Association, Atlanta, Ga., and Perry M. Gish, general traffic manager, American 


Radiator & Standard Sanitary Corporation, Pittsburgh. 
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cern themselves with funds for the 
Commission “when they are using a 
substantial portion of those funds to 
harass our industry under Ex Parte 
104.” Others, he said, had complained 
to the committee about the waybill 
study. 

Each of those matters, Mr. Shafer 
said, was being “resolved favorably to 
our members,” adding that, if he were 
to make a prediction, it would be that, 
within a “reasonable period of time the 
waybill sampling will be dispensed with.” 

The committee chairman also added 
that “we know that the attitude of the 
Commission, so far as Ex Parte 104 is 
concerned, is now more realistic.” 

The report of the committee, offered 
as information, was received. 


Ex Parte 104 Committee 


A special committee on Ex Parte 104, 
Part II, headed by John B. Keeler, con- 
sultant, Koppers Co., Inc., Pittsburgh, 
Pa., offered a report which was received 
as information. Mr. Keeler expressed the 
hope that a “more realistic” view of the 
situation than was evinced in past re- 
ports would be taken by the Commission. 


He said that some members had 
asked what they were to do where their 
cases had been adversely decided by the 
Commission in past years. Mr. Keeler 
said he suggested holding up any action 
until there was a decision of the Com- 
mission in No. 30556, Carrier Switching 
at Industrial Plants in the East, an in- 
vestigation instituted by the Commis- 
sion into the provisions of a joint tariff 
of Official Classification roads and prac- 
tices of member roads in connection with 
the receipt and delivery of cars of 
freight to and from private or industrial 
tracks. He said he thought that the 
Commission might, in that case, say 
what was going to be done with regard 
to past cases. If it did not, he said, 
“we will try to get some action on that 
question” and again suggested that the 
members await the decision in that pro- 
ceeding. 


Motor Rates, Classification 


A motion included in the report of the 
motor carrier rate and classification com- 
mittee as amended from the floor to in- 
dicate that the position had previously 
been taken, was to the effect that the 
League participate in opposition to the 
proposed rule-of the Commission in No. 
31450, intended to require all motor and 
rail common carriers to publish refrigera- 
tion and heater charges “and the like” 
whether or not they wanted to establish 
such charges. 


The amended motion adopted was that, 
in accordance with its previously-stated 
position, the League take the position 
that the Commission “has no authority 
to expand or change the statutory re- 
quirements of the act by rules and regu- 
lations” and that the League participate 
in the proceeding. 

A second recommendation of the com- 
mittee which was adopted had to do with 
the establishment of through routes and 
joint rates by motor carriers, that matter 
having been discussed at the 1953 annual 
meeting of the League and the committee 
instructed to consider possible changes 
in the interstate commerce act to re- 
quire motor carriers to publish such 
routes and rates. The resolution as 
adopted was that the League support 





legislation amending part II of the act 
providing as follows: 

“If common carriers of property by 
motor vehicle fail to establish reasonable 
through routes and joint rates, fares or 
charges with other such carriers, the 
Commission, after hearing and investi- 
gation, shall have the power to require 
the establishment of such through routes 
and rates where it finds the public in- 
terest so requires.” 

Limitation of Liability 

It was also agreed that the League 
should oppose a proposal, subject 99 of 
docket 58 of the National Classification 
Board, involving the rule limiting the 
carrier’s liability to three dollars a pound 
unless the actual value was declared in 
the bill of lading, in which event a 
charge of 10 cents would be made for 
each $100 or fraction thereof over three 
dollars a pound. 

Mr. Burchmore was asked whether, if 
a petition on that subject to the Com- 
mission was approved, the “argument of 
illegality” would be lost. The League 
counsel replied that section 20(11) of the 
act forbade any limitation of liability of 
the carrier for the “full ordinary value” 
of property lost through the carrier’s 
negligence. He said that, if the petition 
were granted, it would not do away with 
the argument of illegality. 

In answer to another question, Mr. 
Burchmore distinguished between the 
permission granted for the publication 
of released rates on a specific com- 
modity, after proof, and the rule under 
discussion, which he said was “a 
blanket proposal for any and all ship- 
ments where the shipments may have a 
value of more than three dollars.” 

A recommendation of the executive 
committee that the League intervene 
before the Commission when the Na- 
tional Classification Board filed its ap- 
plication for approval of the released 
rate, and follow through in opposition 
to the rule, was adopted. 

Also adopted was a recommendation 
that, at the urging of several members 
of the Committee, the League support 
the motor carriers in the maintenance 
of reasonable assembly and _ distribu- 
tion rates for shippers. This was of- 
fered in connection with MC-C-1680, Ap- 
pleton Electric Co. v. American Carload- 
ing Co., et al., an attack by an individual 


shipper on assembly and _ distribution 
rates. 


Rail Class Rates for Truckers 


The motor carrier rate and classifica- 
tion committee reported as information 
the action of the League in connection 
with two proceedings before the Com- 
mission involving the adoption by motor 
carriers of the railroads’ class rate scale 
as prescribed by the Commission in No. 
28300, Class Rate Investigation, 1939. 
Hugh D. Campbell, manager, transpor- 
tation bureau, Detroit Board of Com- 
merce, asked William B. Saunders, trans- 
portation analyst for the League, to sug- 
gest how the League should proceed. 


Mr. Saunders said that, having studied 
the problem from a number of angles, 
he thought it “perhaps the important 
issue in transportation in the next 10 
or 15 years.” He said what was at issue 
was the division of traffic among various 
forms of transportation as well as the 
basic issue of the distribution of freight 
charges between weight brackets, and the 
contribution of one commodity as com- 
pared with another toward the over-all 
revenue needs of the motor carrier in- 
dustry.” 
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He said that in order to deal with che 
situation “we will have to face up to 
the proposition that the adoption c° q 
rail concept as to classification anc as 
to rate scale progression, simply car not 
be carried out in the long run by ‘the 
motor carrier industry without making 
adjustments.” Mr. Saunders asserted that 
the motor carriers had made adjust- 
ments which had “warped or distorted” 
the rail scale to produce situations of 
inequity among commodities and among 
shippers moving traffic for different dis- 
tances. 

Mr. Saunders said that the broad pol- 
icy issue involved had not been litigated 
before the Commission. He said a recent 
proceeding had brought significant evi- 
dence of the fact that the motor carrier 
industry had been “barking up the wrong 
tree” in attempting to solve its rate 
problem by means of arbitraries and 
differentials on small shipments when, 
he said, “the real answer may lie in 
progression and _ classification adjust- 
ments, with the result that we might 
wind up with a much simpler rate 
structure without the arbitraries, rate 
stops, and special departures from sim- 
plicities that have been characteristic of 
the motor carrier industry’s approach to 
rate-making.” 


Education, Legislation 


The first reports received on Friday, 
November 19, the second day of the 
League’s meeting, were those of a special 
committee on traffic and transportation 
education, and the report of the legisla- 
tive committee. 

Arthur C. Roy, general traffic manager, 
Pennsylvania Glass Sand Corporation, 
Pittsburgh, was chairman of the educa- 
tion group. That committee’s report was 
received as information. 

Wm. H. Ott, Jr., general traffic man- 
ager, of the Kraft Foods Co., Chicago, 
and chairman of the League’s legislative 
committee, in offering the report of that 
committee said that the executive com- 
mittee had added to the report a recom- 
mendation in connection with forwarder 
legislation, reading as follows: 


“The executive committee recommends 
that the League continue its opposition 
to any legislation having as its object 
(1) a change in the operating authority 
of a freight forwarder regulated under 
part IV of the act to a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity, or (2) 
any curtailment by statute or by admin- 
istrative action of the right of shippers, 
groups of shippers or non-profit co- 
operative organizations of shippers to 
consolidate for themselves or for their 
bona fide members quantities of freight 
for the purpose of securing the benefit 
of quantity rates and services.” 

The recommendation was adopted. 


Practice Before Agencies 


The final item in the report of the 
legislative committee was on the subject 
of practice before administrative agen- 
cies. After discussing various views 0n 
the matter, the recommendation of the 
committee was preceded in the report oy 
this statement: 


“For perhaps twenty years the Leag"! 
from time to time has considered | 
continuing efforts and repeated propos:'! 
for restricting practice before the Int 
state Commerce Commission and ot! 
administrative agencies to licensed la 
yers. It has endeavored to fully prese 
the custom and practice by which r‘ 
resentatives of firms and organizati 
may appear in and represent their pr 
cipals in rate cases and other admin 


intierRr Uno 





mmememtoaonmroaoceuadadostt&t an 


EE —— -— =  « 





Wc RL 


th the 
up to 
lL Gi a 
na as 
ar not 
y the 
1ak ing 
d that 
djust- 
orted” 
ms of 
imong 
it dis- 


d pol- 
igated 
recent 
t evi- 
arrier 
wrong 
; rate 
5 and 
when, 
lie in 
djust- 
might 
' Tate 
, rate 
| sim- 
tic of 
ich to 


riday, 
f the 
pecial 
tation 
gisla- 


nager, 
‘ation, 
duca- 
t was 


man- 
icago, 
lative 
f that 
com- 
2com- 
rarder 


nends 
sition 
ybject 
10rity 
under 
te of 
yr (2) 
imin- 
pers, 
; CO- 
rs to 
their 
‘eight 
enefit 


3 


f the 
ibject 
igen- 
vs on 
f the 
rt oy 


November 27, 1954 ' 


trative proceedings, and further to pre- 
serve the Commission’s bar of so-called 
class B or laymen practitioners. The 
yearly circulars reporting proceedings at 
the annual meetings do not disclose any 
general concrete action on the subject in 
recent years. It seems desirable, there- 
for, to plainly reaffirm the League’s 
position in these matters.” 

The recommendation of the committee, 
adopted by the membership, follows: 

“Your committee recommends that the 
League continue to oppose any legisla- 
tion intended to confine practice before 
regulatory commissions to licensed law- 
yers; this contemplates continued control 
in the Interstate Commerce Commission 
over admission to practice before that 
Commission, and over the activities of 
laymen as paragraph B practitoners.” 

Mr. Ott explained that reference in 
the recommendation was to “paragraph 
B” and not “class B” practitioners to 
conform to the Commission’s regulations 
classifying practitioners. 


Transport Outlook and Policy 


The special committee on transporta- 
tion outlook and policy, following in- 
structions given at the 1951 annual meet- 
ing of the League that action on all 
transportation policy questions be re- 
viewed periodically and that such poli- 
cies be compiled and set forth in a 
single document for easy reference, 
offered such a compilation of action 
taken by the League on 46 matters. 


When A. H. Schwietert, traffic director, 
Chicago Association of Commerce & In- 
dustry, chairman of the committee, 
presented the report, a recommendation 
that the stand of the League on each 
of the subjects be reaffirmed as of No- 
vember, 1954, touched off a discussion 
which resulted in the adoption of a 
substitute motion making the compila- 
tion merely a “restatement” and not 
a “reaffirmation” of the position taken 
by the League on those matters. The 
executive committee had suggested a 
change in the method by which the 
reaffirmation was to appear in the printed 
pamphlet to be distributed to all mem- 
bers of the League as promptly as pos- 
sible after the close of the meeting. 


The first suggestion from the floor in 
opposition to the idea of reaffirming 
previous League action on the matters 
set out in the report arose out of an 
additional suggestion that other matters 
would be added to the document from 
time. The opposing member said that if 
the membership adopted the recom- 
mendation, it would be giving a “blank 
check” to matters about which it would 
know nothing. 


‘Reaffirmation’ Draws Objection 


He then proceeded to point to the 
da‘es on which the League had last 
‘ressed itself in connection with a 
nber of the 46 items in the commit- 

5 report, and suggested that changed 
litions made it unlikely that the 
nbership should, as of November, 

*, agree to reffirming each action or 

ement of policy. 


nder that member’s motion the posi- 

of the League on those matters 
ld be brought up for reconsideration 
less than once each three years. 
ident Brown suggested that it would 
lifficult to place before the member- 
) the entire contents of the document, 
| that there was not sufficient time 
annual meetings for a complete re- 
v. After some discussion an amend- 
nt to strike the provision for bring- 
the policy statements up for con- 


sideration not less than once each year 
was adopted, with the remainder of the 
motion, i.e., that the compilation of the 
actions of the League on the various 
matters be circulated as the latest ex- 
pression of the League on those policy 
matters, was adopted. 


Suspension Period 


Mr. Schwietert then called attention 
to recommendations made by his com- 
mittee in connection with the suspen- 
sion of rates, fare or charges, but said 
that the executive committee had 
changed the language of the recom- 
mendation to read as follows: 

“Your committee recommends that the 
period of suspension be reduced from 
seven months to an initial period of 
ninety days with a proviso that the Com- 


In his address at the League 
luncheon on November 18, Chair- 
man Mitchell, of the Commission, 
recalled that shortly after the 
Commission had ruled against a 
protestant against an increase in 
parcel post rates, a law suit had 
been brought against the chair- 
man, as an individual, for $154 
million. The Postmaster General 
and the members of the Commis- 
sion were sued as individuals, he 
said, and not as public officials. 
Chairman Mitchell said that that 
night he was a little downcast, and 
that he had told his wife “of the 
disaster which had befallen us; 
that I had been sued that day for 
$154 million.” Chairman Mitchell 
said that Mrs. Mitchell’s quick re- 
ply was: “Let’s spend it before he 
gets it.” 


mission may extend such period for an 
additional ninety days at the request of 
any party in interest. 

“Your committee further recommends 
that there be added to parts I, II, III 
and IV of the act a requirement that in 
instances where suspended rates or 
charges are permitted to become effec- 
tive before issuance of final order or 
report and the carriers couect rates and 
charges higher than those later found 
proper by the Commission, such carriers 
shall make refunds upon demand with- 
out further action of the Commission 
of the difference between the rates and 
charges paid and the lower rates and 
charges found proper by the Commis- 
sion in the final determination of the 
proceeding, and that there be eliminated 
the provisions of section 15(7) under 
which rail carriers and others subject 
to part I of the act may be required to 
keep accurate accounts of all shipments 
moving during the time the increased 
rates have become effective and the time 
when the Commission-approved rates be- 
come effective.” 

In connection with the recommenda- 
tion, which was adopted by the mem- 
bership, Mr. Schwietert said that an 
analysis of suspension requests over a 
period of two years revealed that most 
of the proposals were for reductions and 
not increases in rates. He added that 
the majority of the suspension requests 
were filed by “one type of carrier try- 
ing to get reduced rates of other car- 
riers suspended,” and that some protests 
were still being filed by shippers. 


Suspension Period 


Mr. Schwietert also said that some con- 
cern has been expressed about the 
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seven-month suspension period, and that 
some members had suggested that the 
time be substantially reduced, others 
that it be eliminated entirely. 

He said that the committee thought it 
would be helpful if the time were slightly 
reduced “in the hope that proceedings 
before the Commission will be expedited.” 

In further explanation, Mr. Schwietert 
said that the committee had tried to 
give consideration to the problems faced 
by the carriers, and at the same time 
to protect the shipper. He said that be- 
cause of the time required to dispose 
of suspension proceedings, the railroads 
in almost all cases, because of the re- 
quirements of section 15(7), voluntarily 
postponed their rates at the end of the 
suspension period in order to escape the 
expensive accounting for shipments re- 
quired. Mr. Schwietert pointed out that 
the motor carriers did not take that 
action, and that there were many cases 
in which the motor carriers allowed 
their rates to become effective at the end 
of the suspension period, although the 
Commission had not concluded its action 
until some time later. 

Before the recommendation of the ex- 
ecutive committee was adopted, there was 
a motion to delete the reference to the 
90-day extension, which was defeated. 


Bulk Commodity Exemption 


Mr. Schwietert then brought up a 
recommendation of his committee with 
reference to the exemption of bulk com- 
modity haulage in the water carrier act. 
Referring to a recommendation adopted 
at the 1952 annual meeting, calling for 
retaining the exemptions in section 303 
of the act substantially as they were, 
or, if modified, that it be by all-inclu- 
sive exemption of bulk traffic regardless 
of whether it be transported by common, 
contract, or private carriers, the report 
of the committee said: 

“Your committee on November 3, 1954, 
gave further consideration to this subject 
and is of the opinion that the restrictions 
which limit the transportation of dry 
bulk commodities to not more than three 
in any one vessel or tow should be 
eliminated. Under present provisions of 
section 303(b), a common carrier trans- 
porting more than three dry bulk com- 
modities and any other commodity sub- 
ject to regulation in the same tow is 
required to adhere to tariff published 
rates on the entire movement including 
the transportation of the dry bulk com- 
modities. 

“To avoid transporting dry bulk com- 
modities under regulation, common car- 
riers are required to operate separate 
tows and thus increase operating ex- 
penses. Your committee is of the opinion 
that it is in the best interest of the 
shipping public to have the restrictions 
on the exemption of dry bulk commodi- 
ties eliminated. 

“Your committee, therefore, recom- 
mends the amendment of section 303(b) 
of the interstate commerce act so as to 
provide unqualified exemption for the 
movement of dry bulk commodities by 
water.” 

The recommendation was carried when 
there was no second to a motion from 
the floor that regulations regarding 
liquid cargoes and dry cargoes be estab- 
lished on the same basis. 


Mr. Schwietert then referred to a sup- 
plemental report of his special com- 
mittee concerning the application of re- 
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duced rates under section 22 of the 
interstate commerce act to the traffic of 
federal, state and municipal govern- 
ments. He said that the recommenda- 
tion was in substance what the League 
had in mind in the adoption of certain 
conclusions at its 1953 meeting, and he 
referred to proceedings instituted by the 
Commission. Ex Parte MC-47, initiated 
in March on petition of the Contract 
Carriers Conference of American Truck- 
ing Associations, involves the extent to 
which contract carriers should be granted 
relief from the sections of the act and 
the regulations of the Commission re- 
quiring the filing of schedules of mini- 
mum charges and the requirements of 
contracts, insofar as they related to 
transportation for the government. The 
report also referred to Ex Parte 192, in- 
itiated by a notice of proposed rule 
making, proposing adoption of a special 
regulation to govern the filing of reduced 
rate quotations under section 22, such 
regulations to govern movements by rail, 
motor and water common carriers. 


The committee said that because the 
proceedings so clearly involved the gen- 
eral subject matter of the League’s action 
in 1953, the officers authorized partici- 
pation in the hearings, and that League 
counsel had taken active part in ques- 
tioning witnesses of the carriers and 
government agencies, without offering a 
witness for the League. It said that in 
a brief to be filed by December 1 
counsel would argue that the Commis- 
sion’s statutory authority did not extend 
to establishing the proposed regulations 
and that the entire matter was one re- 
quiring further legislation, which, the 
committee said, “should be recommended 
by the Commission under the duty im- 
posed on it by section 12(1) to recom- 
mend changes in the law found by it 
to be desirable.” 


Recommendation on Section 22 


The committee then referred to a bill 
introduced by Representative Hinshaw, 
of California, in the Eighty-third Con- 
gress, H.R. 8029, to eliminate the lan- 
guage in section 22 of the act permit- 
ting the federal, state and local govern- 
ments to negotiate special rates. The 
bill was not passed for several reasons, 
said the committee, “including opposition 
by the Commission to outright repeal 
of this provision of section 22.” 

The committee’s recommendation was: 


“That the League approve the action 
taken in participating in the hearings 
in docket MC-47 and Ex Parte 192 and 
authorize and direct the filing of briefs 
and of taking of such further steps 
necessary to record and support the posi- 
tion of-the League as voted in the 1953 
meeting, particularly urging that legisla- 
tion is essential since the proposed regu- 
lations, although directed toward proper 
and desirable objectives, go beyond the 
statutory power of the Commission.” 


Military Defended 

Reading of the recommendation was 
followed by the offer, from the floor, of 
a substitute motion for the repeal of 
section 22 in its entirety. 

The proponent of the substitute motion 
said that the League should take the 
position he acvocated. He added that 
there was an enormous quantity of 
government freight being handled at 
out-of-pocket cost and even below out- 


of-pocket cost, and that the “Army and 
Navy have been using their volume of 
traffic to play the various carriers 
against each other.” 

Another member took the floor to say 
that he wanted to correct the statement 
about the military departments, assert- 
ing that he thought those departments 
had maintained “a rather high order 
of procedure in the rate reductions they 
have sought.” He asserted that the great 
trouble with the military had been that 
many carriers, in order to get business 
from the military, had voluntarily filed 
reduced rates “as a means of soliciting.” 
He said he thought that some other 
government departments were not in 
that same position, and asked for the 
views of the League’s counsel. 


Government Traffic on ‘Block’ 


Mr. Burchmore said that in a hearing 
just concluded there has developed in- 
formation which indicated that the re- 
peal of section 22 “would not be the cure 
for even scandalous situations which 
have developed.” He said that a United 
States Senate committee, in a formal 
report, had stated that the General 
Services Administration had been bar- 
tering for traffic, had been setting up one 
carrier against another, and that the 
government traffic had been placed on 
the auction block. 

The League’s counsel observed that 
“we are dealing here with the sovereignty 
of the United States,” and asked whether, 
in time of war, or preparation for future 
war, when the government offered traffic 
for which there was no tariff rate, “you 
are going to wait until a rate has been 
negotiated, and published before the 
movement occurs?” 

“Of course not,’ declared Mr. Burch- 
more. 

He said that the Commission and the 
“whole force of government” would op- 
pose a simple repeal of section 22. He 
said all that had been considered at New 
Orleans and that what the committee 
and counsel had tried to do was accom- 
plish what the League had in mind as 
the minimum departure from tariff rates 
applicable on commercial freight “as 
regards government freight,” and to have 
some provisions to take care of extra- 
ordinary government freight. 

Mr. Burchmore said that the two 
principles “we are charged to accomplish” 
were that government freight should 
pay the same rates that everybody else 
paid where there were rates which ap- 
plied and that in all cases government 
freights should be covered, if by com- 
mon carrier, by tariffs filed, and if by 
other forms of carriers, by the same 
requirements which applied for com- 
mercial shipments—i.e., minimum rates 
and contracts to be on file. 

He said he believed that there should 
be a special committee to present the 
subject and that this would be the 
most effective way to accomplish the 
League’s objectives. 

Mr. Schwietert, as chairman of the 
committee, said he thought it had ac- 
complished exactly what the members 
of the League had in mind, and he 
expressed doubt that the objectives could 
be accomplished as the Commission 
proposed in the proceedings before it. 
He said the members were simply being 
asked to reaffirm what they had done 
at the New Orleans meeting. 

The proponent of the substitute mo- 
tion amended it so that the League 
would be placed in support of the 
Hinshaw bill,- which it was said would 
be reintroduced in the next Congress. 
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But the motion, as amended, was voc eq 
down and the recommendation of ‘he 
committee was adopted. 

Mr. Schwietert then said that, in c in- 
formity with action of the execu’ ive 
committee, he would move that the in- 
coming president be authorized to p- 
point a special committee to carry out 
the action taken by the League at ‘he 
meeting with respect to section 22. The 
motion was carried. 


Government Bureaus Before Agencies 


Mr. Schwietert then turned to another 
section of the supplemental report of his 
committee having to do with the par- 
ticipation of government agencies in pro- 
ceedings before regulatory bodies. Among 
other things, he said that, to offset the 
activities of the Department of Agricul- 
ture on behalf of the agricultural inter- 
ests it had been urged that the League 
insist on a transportation department in 
the Department of Commerce which 
would appear in proceedings before the 
regulatory bodies on behalf of the busi- 
ness interests. To carry such a plan to 
its logical conclusion, said the commit- 
tee, would result in proceedings before 
regulatory agencies being handled largely 
by other departments or bureaus of gov- 
ernment on behalf of particular classes 
or citizens. 

The committee said the various users 
of transportation service, and the car- 
riers, were competent to represent their 
respective interests in proceedings be- 
fore the Commission and other regula- 
tory agencies. It recommended: 

“That governmental bureaus or de- 
partments except in their official capac- 
ity as direct purchasers and users of 
transportation service, should not appear 
in proceedings before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Furthermore, 
their appearances when made should be 
limited to the transportation services in 
which they are directly involved and 
not on behalf of any special class or 
group of citizens.” 

A motion to table was lost, and the 
committee’s recommendation was 
adopted. 


L.C.L. and Merchandise 


The report of the L.C.L. and merchan- 
dise committee was largely for informa- 
tion. The committee chairman was R. C. 
Stockton, general traffic manager, Stew- 
art-Warner Corporation, Chicago. 

As to the volume rates published by 
eastern railroads on shipments in quan- 
tities of 5,000 pounds or more, and sus- 
pended by the Commission in I. and S. 
No. 6256, the executive committee re- 
vised the recommendation of the L.C.L. 
and merchandise committee to read that 
“the League participate in I. and S. 6256 
in support of proposed volume rates and 
proposed justification in harmony with 
the rate-making rule of Part I of the act 
without regard to the rate level of the 
motor carrier.” The committee’s recom- 
mendation was that the League pa'ti- 
cipate in the proceeding “as a matter of 
principle, to support the establishmen’* of 
volume rates.” 

The executive committee’s recomm-n- 
dation was adopted. 


The executive committee addec 4 
recommendation to the committee’s ‘e- 
port, for information, on No. 31006, © ll- 
Commodity Rates in Official Territ ry. 
The recommendation of the execu ive 
committee was that the “L.C.L. and m °r- 
chandise committee and League cou: sel 
be instructed to participate in any |: 'I- 
ther proceedings in I.C.C. docket 3° )06 
and activity and aggressively suvrort he 
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coutinued use of streamlined rule 10 in 
connection with all-commodity rates.” 
The membership adopted the recommen- 
dation. 

Mr. Stockton’s committee offered a 
recommendation that the League au- 
thorize it “to contact the Southern 
Freight Association and other associa- 
tions in an attempt to work out a more 
satisfactory or liberal split delivery ar- 
rangement than that generally in effect 
on railroad traffic.” 


The executive committee of the League 
recommended that the L.C.L. and mer- 
chandise committee’s recommendation 
be not approved. In explanation, Mr. 
Schwietert said there had been discus- 
sion about the need for that kind of a 
rule in other sections of the country. 
He said it was felt that the League 
should not go on record in general sup- 
port of a rule of that kind unless it 
knew such service was wanted in other 
parts of the country. He said there was 
a feeling that if the recommendation 
of the L.C.L. and merchandise committee 
was adopted, it would put the League on 
record as in favor of that kind of split 
delivery rule throughout the country, 
and that the executive committee did 
not think that was desirable. 

President Brown added, in explanation, 
that a great deal of the discussion in the 
executive committee arose because the 


L.C.L. committee had not found any 


“urge in other parts of the country,” and 
that the executive committee felt it 
would be obviously wrong for the League 
to attempt to broaden the rule regionally. 

Mr. Stockton added the comment that 
there was also the possibility of dis- 
crimination among members because of 
the variety of membership. He said that 
the interest of some warehouse mem- 
bers might be adversely affected if the 
League prompted “this proposition.” 

After further discussion, the recom- 
mendation of the L.C.L. and merchandise 
committee was adopted. 


Fourth-Class Mail Proposal 


The report of the postal service com- 
mittee, headed by Charles T. Coy, traffic 
manager, Eli Lily & Co., Indianapolis, 
Ind., as to all but the final item con- 
tained in it, was offered as information. 

That final item, carrying a committee 
recommendation, which had the approval 
of the executive committee, provoked a 
somewhat lengthy discussion as_ to 
Whether the matter of setting fourth- 
Class rates should be returned to Con- 
gress. Under the law at present, it was 
explained by counsel, the Postmaster 
General must, if he finds that the rev- 
enues do not cover the cost of handling 
fourth-class matter, ask the “consent” °%f 
the Commission to changes in rates or 

‘r “reformations” in the service to 
ce iu pay its way. It was pointed out 
the postal head had no discrezion 
‘venue did not meet the cost of han- 
g that class of mail, it was explained, 
Postmaster General could not use 
of his appropriation if he did not 
the Commission to consent to the 

ages he proposed. 

was also said, several times, that the 
umission acted in such proceedings 
ely as “a rubber stamp,” and that 
id not apply to the proposals of the 
‘master General the same criteria it 
in other rate cases before it, but 
epted the proposals of the P.M.G. as 
ithematically considered, assuming 
Same volume of mail.” 
ir. Burchmore said that the commit- 


tee suggested that the present law should 
be repealed and the whole subject re- 
turned to Congress to make the rates for 
parcel post as it did for other mail. 


Committee Recommendation 


In the course of the discussion a sub- 
stitute recommendation for that of the 
committee was proposed. The com- 
mittee’s recommendation was that the 
League adopt the following: 

“1. Urge the repeal of the statutes 
quoted above which require the Post- 
master General to reform the rates and 
other conditions of mailability of parcel 
post with the consent of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission whenever the 
cost of the service exceeds the revenue 
derived from the service. 

“2. Urge the passage of legislation 
similar to H.R. 8353 which would repeal 
the statutes quoted above and place the 


The League’s transportation in- 
strumentalities and car service 
committee raised its eyebrows over 
what it called “name-calling” ad- 
vertising. It said in its report 
that that. situation had _ not 
changed since the League’s last 
annual meeting. The committee 
said it was thought by some that 
the recent interest in “piggyback” 
service might “stem the tide” of 
this “name-calling” and _ that 
eventually such service “may bring 
these two types of carriers closer 
together in cooperation and co- 
ordination.” 


responsibility for rates and other refor- 
mations on fourth-class matter in the 
hands of Congress instead of the Post- 
master General subject to approval of 
the I.C.C. 


“3. Urge Congress to determine and 
state its policy with regard to the postal 
establishment in order that rates and 
reformations may be set accordingly to 
cover the cost of such services which are 
not considered in whole or in part as 
a public service for all the people.” 


Substitute Recommendation 


The proponent of the substitute rec- 
ommendation said that he would adopt 
the first paragraph of the committee 
recommendation. 

He then said he would change the sec- 
ond paragraph to “urge passage of legis- 
lation which would repeal the statutes 
quoted above and place the responsibility 
for rates and other reforms necessary 
in the hands of the I.C.C.” 

He said he would change the third 
paragraph of the committee’s recom- 
mendation to “urge Congress to study 
its policy with regard to the postal estab- 
lishment in order that rates and refor- 
mations may be set accordingly and 
cover the cost of such services,” dropping 
the words “which are not considered in 
whole or in part as public service for all 
the people.” 

Mr. Burchmore, a little later, in com- 
menting on this substitute recommenda- 
tion, described it as allowing the Post- 
master General to be the manager of 
the parcel post. When the postal head 
thought a change should be made in 
rates or conditions of mailability, under 
that suggestion, said Mr. Burchmore, he 
would propose it just as the manage- 
ment of the railroads propose changes, 
and those proposals would be laid before 
the Commission which, following the 
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ordinary rules for the determination of 
rates, would find whether or not the 
changes were just and reasonable. 

The proponent accepted this inter- 
pretation, and, acceding to Mr. Burch- 
more’s remark that what was before the 
membership was the amendment to the 
substitute proposal, put in parliamentary 
language, the substitute recommendation 
was adopted. 


Contract Carriers 


The report of the contract motor car- 
rier committee carried only one recom- 
mendation—that “Ex Parte MC-46 be 
kept on its docket for further review, 
etc., and for such action as may be 
deemed necessary.” In Ex Parte MC-46, 
Recommendations re Legislation—Mo- 
tor Contract Carriers, the Commission 
asked the views of interested parties as 
to whether or not it should recommend 
legislation as to the “manner and meth- 
ods of the performance of service by 
contract carriers by motor vehicles” 
(T.W., Mar. 6, p. 39). 

The recommendation of the committee 
was approved. 


Rate Construction 


The entire report of the rate construc- 
tion and tariffs committee was received 
as information. In comment on what 
had been accomplished thus far in a 
cooperative effort of the League and the 
railroads in the direction of simplifica- 
tion of tariffs, the committee acknowl- 
edged the work of the railroads’ Tariff 
Research Group. It concluded with these 
observations: 

“Much yet remains to be done in order 
to bring our program to full fruition. We 
are now about to undertake the solu- 
tion of the graver issues of tariff com- 
plexity. This area might well be called 
the ‘give and take’ part of the program 
and in most instances the recommenda- 
tions of the joint conference will need 
to be complemented by actions of the 
several rate committees. League mem- 
bers will be kept fully informed of any 
such measures and public docketing pro- 
cedures will be carefully followed. In 
any such situations, your committee will 
take no position not approved by the 
League.” 

The chairman of the committee was 
J. W. Peters, traffic manager, Delco- 
Remy division, General Motors Corpora- 
tion, Anderson, Ind. 


Reparation and Fees 


A brief report of the government war 
reparation cases special committee, 
headed by J. R. Staley, vice-president, 
Quaker Oats Co., Chicago, Ill., was re- 
ceived as information. The report noted 
that argument on the 17 cases in which 
the government asked reparations esti- 
mated between two and three billion on 
wartime freight transported by the rail- 
roads, would be argued before the Com- 
mission November 29-December 2, in- 
clusive. It said that counsel for the 
League would appear and support the 
position that “it is in the public interest 
the complaints should be dismissed.” 

The following recommendation in the 
report of the special committee on fees 
and charges, government agencies, was 
adopted: 


“Your committee recommends that the 
legislative committee be instructed to 
actively support legislation providing that 
the Interstate Commerce Commission 





36 


| TRANSPORTATION WEEK 


shall not prescribe more than nominal 
fees or charges for any inspection, certifi- 
cate, registration, license, permit, or ap- 
plication issued or provided by it, if and 
when such legislation is introduced in 
Congress.” 

In adopting the recommendation, the 
membership followed a suggestion of 
Frank A. Leffingwell, secretary-treasurer, 
Southwestern Industrial Traffic League, 
that the language in the recommenda- 
tion be adhered to, rather than accept- 
ing an amendment offered on the floor 
that the words “or compensatory” be 
added after the word “nominal” in the 
recommendation as proposed by the 
committee. 


Railroad Depreciation 


The report of the special committee 
on transportation costs and accounting 
discussed only the depreciation of rail- 
road properties and its relation to cost 
of transportation and said that the 
enactment of the new revenue law em- 
bodying many changes had made it im- 
possible to arrange any joint considera- 
tion with the Association of American 
Railroads on the subject. 


The committee, of which Harry D. 
Fenske, assistant vice-president, Great 
Lakes Steel Corporation, Detroit, Mich., 
was chairman, said that, with the new 
tax law now in effect, it might be possible 
to arrange a meeting with the A.AR. 
accounting, taxation and valuation com- 
mittees to determine whether shipper 
cooperation might be helpful to bring 
forth favorable changes in the railroad 
financial structure so as to improve the 
ability of the railroads to meet the 
transportation needs of the country on 
a better basis than existed today. 


The committee’s recommendation_that 
it be continued in existence at least for 
another year to allow further oppor- 
tunity “to try to get together with an 
appropriate railroad group” was adopted. 


Views on Hearing Officers 


The executive committee recommended 
changing a statement of the views of 
the special committee on reorganization 
of executive departments of the United 
States government into a recommenda- 
tion, as follows: 


“Your committee recommends that the 
League continue to take the position that 
the Commission should have control over 
the selection, classification and assign- 
ment of duties of its hearing examiners, 
substantially to the same extent as that 
of other employes on its staff, including 
grade and salary qualifications, assign- 
ment of cases and such other considera- 
tions as in its discretion and judgment 
will best promote effective, efficient, and 
fair handling of the matters coming 
before it, in the interest of the par- 
ties, and in the public interest.” 

This statement followed a lengthy re- 
view of the steps taken to reorganize the 
Commission following the report of the 
Wolf Management Engineering Co. and 
the appointment of E. F. Hamm, Jr., as 
managing director of the Commission. 

The committee, headed by Lee J. 
Quasey, commerce counsel, National Live 
Stock Producers Association, Chicago, 
Ill., offered another recommendation 
which, with a slight change suggested 
by the League’s executive committee, was 
adopted. It read: 

“Your committee recommends that the 


League commend the Commission for the 
fine progress it has made in the reor- 
ganization and improvement of its ad- 
ministrative and management activities, 
and for its persevering efforts to protect 
the independence and objectivity of its 
functions, and strongly urges that the 
Commission continue to develop and ef- 
fectuate other changes contemplated to 
promote greater efficiency and economy 
to further increase the quality and quan- 
ity of its work and that it continue vig- 
orously to safeguard is independence as 
a regulatory body.” 


LC.C. Fund Limitations 


A third recommendation of the com- 
mittee, approved by the executive com- 
mittee, and adopted by the membership, 
follows: 


“Your committee further recommends 
that the League give active support to 
efforts of the Commission seeking to re- 
move statutory limitations on funds ad- 
ministered by the Commission and the 
appointment of persons and the assign- 
ment of duties of personnel necessary to 
carry out the functions imposed on it by 
Congress.” 


With the formal presentation of the 
newly-elected officers to the member- 
ship, the adoption of a resolution com- 
manding Andrew H. Brown for his 
vigorous and spirited leadership of the 
League for two years, and of another ac- 
claiming Lester Dorr’s leadership as 
executive secretary, the meeting was de- 
clared adjourned. 


Mitchell Speaks at Luncheon 


In his address at the League luncheon 
on November 18, Chairman Mitchell, of 
the Commission asserted that regulation 
had not changed in the last 30 years, and 
that all forms of transportation must be 
regulated alike. He also compared the 
freedom of action enjoyed by unregula- 
ted corporations in adjusting their prices 
to meet advancing costs, with the de- 
lays experienced by the regulated car- 
riers who must await the action of reg- 
ulatory bodies. He cited a railroad which 
he said had lost more than a quarter of 
a million dollars operating a branch line 
while its request for authority to aban- 
don an unprofitable branch line dragged 
on through several years. 


The chairman quoted a financier who 
had obtained control of the company 
furnishing transportation in Washing- 
ton, D.C., and who, the chairman said, 
was engaged in attempting to obtain 
control of Montgomery Ward & Co. The 
chairman said that in the course of a 
press conference the financier was asked 
whether, if he obtained control of Mont- 
gomery Ward & Co. he would “milk it as 
you have been doing to Capital Transit.” 
Chairman Mitchell quoted the financier 
as saying: 

“No. Capital Transit is a regulated 
industry and the only way you can get 
a fair return for your stockholders is 
by milking the company.” 


Regulatory Changes Suggested 


Saying that regulation must be 
brought up to date, Chairman Mitchell 
suggested a number of changes he said 
should be made. First, he said, he would 
ask Congress to amend the “agriculture 
exemption law” so as to limit to farm- 
ers, livestock raisers, and fishermen, the 
private transportation of their own prod- 
ucts, adding that “I would limit it to 
the primary transportation from the 
farm to the market.” 

The Commission’s chairman also said 


TRAFFIC W: 





that he would advocate the repea. of 
section 22. He added that “in Wash.:ng- 
ton there are 46 places where you can 
bid for government traffic, and the taf. 
fic goes to the lowest bidder.” He said 
that, in his opinion, there was no reson 
why the government of the United 
States, or the Defense Department, 
should receive a rebate or a discount 
from the tariff rate. 

He said, also, that he would eliminate 
the “bulk commodity exemption” apply- 
ing when the cargo space of the vessel 
in which such commodities were trans- 
ported was being used to carry not more 
than three such commodities. Chairman 
Mitchell continued: 

“TI have never understood why one 
department of the government has a 
right to litigate and contest the action 
of some other department. To be spe- 
cific, why does he Secretary of Agricul- 
ture have a right to litigate orders of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission 
which are made after a hearing and in 
the way prescribed by law? In regulatory 
matters, I would limit to a great extent 
the participation of the regiment of law- 
yers of the Department of Agriculture.” 


Other Changes Suggested 


Chairman Mitchell said he would urge 
on Congress the immediate repeal of 
the excise tax on transportation service, 
imposed, he asserted, in the wartime 
period to discourage the use of pas- 
senger and freight service. He said the 
tax was a discrimination against the 
common carrier, “both trucks and rail,” 
and was in favor of private carriers who 
pay no such tax.” 


The chairman said the waybill study 
cost the railroads and the taxpayers “a 
lot of money” and that “many of us 
doubt that it is worth what it costs.” 
There had been an effort to apply it to 
the trucks, he said, but that “they are 
opposed to it and the Commission has 
not forced this unnecessary expense upon 
the truckers.” He added that it should 
be eliminated as to the rails.” 


Chairman Mitchell also said he thought 
that the Commission’s manner of prose- 
cution was “all wrong,” and added that 
this was clearly demonstrated by the 
fact that “in the last seven cases which 
were submitted to juries and the courts 
a verdict against the Commission’s views 
was sustained in all of them.” 


As to private carriers, the chairman 
said that regulation must be so changed 
that the regulated truckers and rail- 
roads “are permitted to compete with the 
private carrier under the same existing 
conditions as the private carriers is per- 
mitted to operate.” 


















































Carrier Mergers 


He said, however, that he did not be- 
lieve that “even these charges in regula- 
tion” would correct the situation that 
prevailed today, adding: 


“There must be mergers of great 
trucking companies, and of railroads. 
There must be, especially in the »as- 
senger part of transportation, the com- 
bining of trains operated by various :ail- 
roads to eliminate a great volume of »as- 
senger service not needed at this time. 

“My one thought is to so change r-gu- 
lation as to meet the competitive si ua- 
tion that now prevails. I am for the 
competitive system as are most A? er- 
icans. If regulation is fair to all modes 
of transportation, the rails or any c her 
segment of the transportation indi stry 
which cannot compete upon fair t« rms 
must fall by the way...” 
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Chairman Mitchell said that he would 
pring regulation up to date, but not 
eliminate it as he thought regulation was 
“absolutely necessary.” He expressed the 
conviction that if there were not a reg- 
wlatory body to control rates it would 
not be long before the various segments 
of the industry would drive other seg- 
ments out of business, and that there 
would be such competition within the 
various segments. The chairman said 
that there was no justification for the 
“war which is going on between the 
rails and the trucks; it should end.” He 
said that both segments should work to 
build a better transportation system 
capable of properly serving the nation 
in peace and in war. 


















Several A.S.T.T. Founder 
Members on West Coast to 


Take ‘Exams’ of Society 


Fifty-three leaders in transporta- 
tion and industry in the San Fran- 
cisco Bay area gathered at a lunch- 
eon in the St. Francis hotel, San 
Francisco, November 19, to discuss 
the objectives of the American So- 
ciety of Traffic and Transportation 
and the part played in its affairs by 
founder members and certificated 
members in California. 


The meeting was called by A. P. Heiner, 
vice-president, public relations and traf- 
fic, Kaiser Steel Corporation, member of 
the board of directors of the Society. 
Robert J. Bayer, editor of TRAFFIC WORLD, 
immediate past president and chairman 
of the board of the Society was guest. 
He spoke briefly on the activities of the 
Society. 

In the course of the discussion it de- 
veloped that leaders in traffic and trans- 
portation on the Pacific coast had deter- 
mined that the most effective way in 
which to encourage taking of examina- 
tions for Society certificates by aspirants 
for careers in transportation would be 
“by example.” Several of those present 
publicly expressed their intention to take 
the examinations, despite the fact they 
already were founder members of the 
organization. 

Among others present was Gustav E. 
Lowe, manager of the rate department of 
the Kaiser Aluminum Co., who has been 
coaching a group to prepare for the ex- 
aminations. He said the group had al- 
ready taken and passed one of the four 
required examinations and was pres- 
ently preparing itself for the second, 
which will be held in January, 1955. 
































































Merchant Marine Conference 
To study ‘55 Legislation 


One of the highlights of the conven- 
tion of the American Merchant Marine 
Con rence and the Propeller Club of 
the ‘nited States, at Miami, Fla., De- 
cemocr 7 to 9, will be a study of proposed 
1955 legislation which may affect the 
mer nant marine, the inland waterways 
anc ther freight carriers, according to a 
Jon announcement by the conference 
and -ropeller Club. 


1 islative matters will be discussed 
by panel session December 8, at 10 













a.m. Members of the panel will include 
Chairman, Robert E. Mayer, president, 
Pacific American Steamship Association; 
co-chairman, Chester C. Thompson, pres- 
ident, The American Waterways Opera- 
tors, Inc.; Walter E. Maloney, president, 
American Merchant Marine Institute, 
Inc.; Ralph E. Casey, general counsel, 
United States General Accounting Office; 
George W. Morgan, president, Associa- 
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tion of American Ship Owners; Louis 
S. Rothschild, Federal Maritime Board 
chairman and head of the Maritime Ad- 
ministration and Vice Admiral Lyndon 
Spencer, president, Lake Carriers’ As- 
sociation. 


C.& O.'Rejoins’ A.A.R.; Statement Made on 
Achievement of ‘Common Understanding’ 


Perlman, of N.Y.C., Tuohy, of C. & O., and McGinnis, of New Haven, 


Named Directors of Association of American Railroads. 


Alliance of 


‘Progress Federation’ With Railway Business Association Considered. 


Announcements that the Chesa- 
peake & Ohio Railway had rejoined 
the Association of American Rail- 
roads as a “full-fledged member,” 
that the New York Central had de- 
cided to maintain its participation 
in the A.A.R., that the presidents of 
the C. & O., the N.Y.C. and the New 
Haven had been elected as members 
of the A.A.R. board of directors, and 
that an alliance of the Federation 
for Railway Progress with the Rail- 
way Business Association was under 
consideration were made in New 
York City, November 19. 

At the Waldorf-Astoria hotel, in New 
York, where the annual meeting of the 


A.A.R. was being held, the following 
joint statement was issued at noon on 


November 19 by William T. Faricy, presi- 
dent of the A.A.R., Robert R. Young, 
chairman of the board of the New York 
Central, and Walter J. Tuohy, presi- 
dent of the Chesapeake & Ohio: 


“Appointment by the President of the 
United States of a Cabinet Committee 
on Transport Policy and Organization, 
to make a comprehensive, up-to-date 
review of over-all transportation policies 
and problems, is encouraging evidence 
of greater concern on the part of gov- 
ernment about some of the major ills 
affecting transportation. In view of this 
fact and in order that the railroad in- 
dustry may be in a position to give united 
support to a program of improvement 
of conditions in the transportation field, 
we have felt that those of us in the 
railroad industry should make every 
effort to settle our own differences. 


“The able group of advisers which the 
President’s Cabinet Committee on Trans- 


Photographed at the annual member road meeting of the Association of American Railroads at the 
Waldorf-Astoria in New York City are (left to right) Norman C. Naylor, chairman of the executive 
committee of the Railway Business Association; Robert R. Young, chairman of the board of the 
New York Central Railroad; William T. Faricy, president of the A.A.R., and Walter J. Tuohy, president 
of the Chesapeake & Ohio Railway. 
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portation has enlisted to help it formu- 
late a constructive and realistic trans- 
portation policy, gives hope of effective 
action which is long overdue. It is our 
belief that unity on the part of the rail- 
roads will constitute a helpful force in 
furthering the work of the Cabinet com- 
mittee, and we are happy that our 
mutual efforts to achieve a common 
understanding have been successful.” 

In connection with the announce- 
ment that the C. & O., which in 1946 
announced its withdrawal from partici- 
pation in the industry policy, legal, 
public relations and advertising activ- 
ities of the A.A.R., had rejoined A.A.R. 
as a “full-fledged” member, it was 
stated that the New York Central, the 
future plans of which, with respect to 
retention of full membership in the 
A.A.R., were said to have been in ques- 
tion since the election of a board of 
directors headed .by Mr. Young last 
June, had decided to maintain its par- 
ticipation in the railroad association, and 
that Alfred E. Perlman, president of the 
Central, had been elected to the A.A.R. 
directorate. 

Under a plan of rotation in A.A.R. di- 
rectorships by the New England region 
railroads, the announcement continued, 
Patrick B. McGinnis, president of the 
New Haven Railroad, had been elected 
as an A.A.R. director, and under a 
similar plan of the Pocahontas region 
railroads, President Tuohy, of the C. 
& ©O., also had been elected a director 
of the A.A.R. 


F.R.P. and Railway Suppliers 


In the anouncement concerning nego- 
tiations for establishment of a close rela- 
tionship, between the Railway Business 
Association (the organization of suppliers 
of equipment, etc., to the railroads) and 
the Federation for Railway Progress, it 
was observed that Mr. Young, who was 
chairman of the board of the C. & O. 
before he resigned to lead the proxy 
fight that resulted in his election to the 
board chairmanship of the New York 
Central, had founded the F.R.P. in 1946, 
after the withdrawal of the C. & O. 
from full membership of the A.A.R. (In 
the years since 1946, the C. & O. has sub- 
scribed to some A.A.R. activities, includ- 
ing those of the association’s car serv- 
ice division.) It was stated that the 
F.R.P. had “some 17,000 individual and 
corporate members” and that the largest 
individual contributors to its budget 
heretofore had been the C. & O. and the 
Alleghany Corporation. 

Mr. Young said that officers of the 
federation and a number of prominent 
railroad suppliers were now conducting 
active negotiations for the purpose of 
making the federation independent of 
any railroad management participation 
or control, with a view to converting 
the F.R.P. into an organization for pro- 
motion of public understnding of railroad 
problems and accomplishments, while 
completely free of control by any inter- 
ests actively engaged in railroading. 


Enlargement of R.B.A. Activities 


When they released their joint an- 
nouncement, Messrs. Faricy, Tuohy and 
Young had with them Norman C. Nay- 
lor, chairman of the Railway Business 
Association. 


Mr. Naylor said that the R.B.A., at its 
annual meeting November 18, had ap- 
pointed a committee to report back within 





60 days a plan for enlarging the activi- 
ties of the R.B.A. He stated that promi- 
nent members of the R.B.A. were among 
those conducting negotiations with the 
officers of the F.R.P., and added that 
those suppliers regarded the F.R.P. as a 
vehicle through which the R.B.A. might 
carry on effectively a stepped-up program 
of educational activities. 

President Faricy, of the A.A.R., issued 
the following statement: 

“We are grateful for the increased in- 

terest which railway suppliers are show- 
ing in the welfare of the railroad industry 
—alike on the part of the Railway Busi- 
ness Association and of the so-called 
Committee of Railway Suppliers, which 
last spring initiated a broad program of 
public education for better understand- 
ing of railroad problems. If the leaders 
among railroad suppliers can achieve the 
same degree of organizational unity that 
those of us in railroad management have 
now attained, I believe it will be a fur- 
ther tribute of appreciation to the con- 
structive work which the friends of trans- 
portation in Congress and the Admin- 
istration are carrying on. 
“The Federation for Railway Progress 
if independent of any control or direc- 
tion by the railroads—could become a 
common meeting ground for many ‘out- 
side’ friends of the railroads, and its 
magazine, Railway Progress, could be- 
come a vehicle of wide educational in- 
fluence. We now have achieved unity 
in the organization of railroad manage- 
ments. The project which the Railway 
Business Association is undertaking, and 
of suppliers in their negotiations with 
the Federation for Railway Progress, bids 
fair to achieve the same kind of or- 
ganizational unity among non-manage- 
ment forces favorable to the railroad 
industry. I believe this would constitute 
an important accomplishment for our 
industry, and I hope to see it success- 
fully consummated.” 


List of A.A.R. Directors 


The complete list of A.A.R. directors 
elected at the November 19 meeting in 
New York City comprises the following 
chief executives of railroads, in addition 
to Mr. Faricy, ex officio chairman of the 
board: 

On nomination by the Eastern Rail- 
road Presidents Conference: P. W. 
Johnston, of the Erie; Mr. McGinnis, 
of the New Haven; Mr. Perlman, of the 
New York Central; H. E. Simpson, of 
the Baltimore & Ohio; J. M. Symes, of 
the Pennsylvania; Mr. Tuohy, of the 
Chesapeake & Ohio; and L. L. White, 
of the Nickel Plate (New York, Chicago 
& St. Louis). ; 

On nomination by the Association of 
Western Railways; John M. Budd, of the 
Great Northern; J. D. Farrington, of the 
Rock Island; F. G. Gurley, of the Santa 
Fe; Clark Hungerford, of the St. Louis- 
San Francisco; J. P. Kiley, of the Mil- 
waukee; P. J. Neff, of the Missouri 
Pacific; D. J. Russell, of the Southern 
Pacific, and A. E. Stoddard, of the Union 
Pacific. 


On nomination by the Association of 
£outheastern Railroads: C. McD. Davis, 
of the Atlantic Coast Line; Harry A. 
DeButts, of the Southern; Wayne A. 
Johnston, of the Illinois Central; John 
W. Smith, of the Seaboard Air Line, and 
John E. Tilford, of the Louisville & 
Nashville. 


In addition to Mr. Faricy, the A.A.R. 
board of directors reelected the following 
officers of the association: J. Carter Fort, 
vice-president and general counsel; Rich- 
ard G. May, vice-president in charge of 
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the operations and maintenance de- 
partment; Philip A. Hollar, vice-p) osj- 
dent—assistant to president; Rober: § 
Henry, vice-president in charge of the 
public relations department; Arthur R 
Seder, vice-president in charge of the 
finance, accounting, taxation and va!ua- 
tion department; J. Elmer Monroe, vice- 
president and director of the Bureai: of 
Railway Economics; Walter J. Kelly, 
vice-president in charge of the traffic de- 
partment; Thomas L. Preston and Gre- 
gory S. Prince, general solicitors, and 
George M. Campbell, secretary-treasurer 
Each of the officers resides in Washing- 
ton. 





Car Control by Electronics 
Discussed at Fall Meeting 
Of Rail Procedures Group 


Use of up-to-date electronic de- 
vices as means of expediting the dis- 
patching of information for control 
of train and car movement was dis- 
cussed at the fall meeting of the 
Railway System and Procedures As- 
seciation, November 16 to 18, in the 
Morrison hotel, Chicago. 


W. N. Norris, general auditor of the 
Great Northern Railway and president 
of the association, in a discussion of the 
general subject, said that management 
needed better information in order to 
control train and car movement. 

Fred N. Nye, director of transportation 
research for the New York Central Rail- 
road, said that the N.Y.C. was planning 
to establish a “continuous yard-to-yard 
check on movement of freight cars and 
trains that in its final form will consti- 
tute an innovation in railroad circles.” 

He said that the yards would be con- 
nected by automatic  teletypewriter 
switching equipment to each other and 
to service bureaus. The first such in- 
stallation would take place at the Chi- 
cago area yards of the N.Y.C., he stated. 

W. W. Patchell, vice-president of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad, said in the course 
of a panel discussion on the general 
subject that information was needed by 
the sales and traffic departments of a 
railroad as well as by the operating de- 
partment. 


“As you know,” he said, “most of our 
present information on sales consists of 
a record, as set up by the I.C.C. by 
commodity classifications, of carloads 
and tons handled, originated on line, and 


* terminated on line or delivered to con- 


nections, as well as that received from 
connections and terminated on line 
Information Needed 


“In addition to this, of course, our 


traffic departments have certain specific 
and selected information. Generally the 
specific information is a result of special 


tests and frequently it is not too cur) °nt. 
All of this is due to our inability at 
present, to produce more current in or- 
mation for their use. In other w:'ds, 
due to the cost factor in the past. wé 
have not produced traffic informa 10n 
and. statistics on the enlarged area re- 
quired or on a specific and current |! 
so that they could be used for immec 4 
market analyses. We need data (ior 
market analyses—past, present, and | <I- 
haps future. While much has been 
complished, there is still a great des 10 
be done on commodity traffic anal: +s, 
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which must be current to be of real 
value. We need to be able to get a 
yattern of the flow of various commodi- 
ies as they move, tonnage-wise, by areas, 
that are specific and pin-pointed. We 
want to know what the customer trends 
are, What people want, and how we can 
pest serve them; how can we use the 
inherent advantages of our railroad sys- 
tem: how we can best present ourselves 
and our services to our customers. In 
other words, we should have data that 
will show the present as it relates to the 
yast and to future possibilities. If we 
are then able to couple this with ac- 
curately calculated operating results of 
future efforts, and can see what we can 
do by solicitation, pricing and services, 
then our job should begin to look a 
little better. 

“Unless you happen to be a rate ex- 
pert, I am sure you will agree that our 
rates are both intricate and exacting. 
And if you investigate further you will 
find there are many reasons, both freight 
and passenger-wise, why they are so de- 
tailed. Efforts are now under way to- 
ward simplification. The price of our 
product which will produce optimum re- 
sults is a question which will merit con- 
siderable study. So is the problem 
of furnishing our agents (who are our 
salesmen on the ground) with a good 
condensed rate guide so that they can 
readily quote prices without having to 
consult the experts. We also should be 
able to analyze data by shippers. We 
should know, as soon as possible, how 
much business Mr. X or Mr. Y or Mr. 
Z does: what it consists of; when he 
ships it: and where he ships it. We 
should know how good a customer Mr. 
Jones is, and what is necessary to make 
him a better customer. If possible, we 
should be able to obtain information as 
to what any customer is likely to ship 
in the near future, so that we may an- 
ticipate his needs and perhaps do a more 
economic and satisfactory job for him 
and for ourselves. 


L. M. Homberger, Transport 


Institute Director, Dies 


Dr. Ludwig M. Homberger, 72 years 
old, professor of transportation and di- 


rector of transportation institutes at 
The American University in Washington, 
D.C., and one-time executive vice-presi- 
dent sf the German National Railways, 
died the morning of November 22 at 
Doctor’s Hospital, in Washington, after 
& short illness. 

Funeral serviees were held November 
24, in Washington. Burial was in Oak- 
woot Cemetery at Falls Church, Va. 


Dr Homberger was born in Darm- 
Stac'. Germany, October 21, 1882. He at- 
tend-d the University of Munich, the 
Uni -rsity of Berlin, the University of 
Leip‘ig and the University of Wuerz- 
burr, where he completed the study of 


_ law. He was employed by the Bavarian 
| Sta’ Railways from 1909 td 1920 and, 


afte. 11 years with the German Na- 
lon : Railways, served as .executive 
vicc oresident of that government-owned 


received the high cross of the German 
Order of Merit, the highest civilian deco- 
ration awarded by the West German 
government. 

After having become a member of The 
American University Faculty in 1939, Dr. 
Homberger organized and directed a 
series of annual transportation institutes, 
each of three weeks’ duration, on the 
subjects of rail, air, highway and water 
transportation, and traffic management. 
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The first of these institutes was held in 
1947. The eighth air transportation in- 
stitute of The American University was 
concluded November 19. 

Dr. Homberger was a founder member 
of the American Society of Traffic and 
Transportation. 


A.T.A. Claim Council to Ask I.C.C. Probe 
Of U.S. Deducting Claims From Revenues 


Petition Asking Commission Investigation Into Government Agency 
Practice of Arbitrarily Deducting Amounts of Claims From Earned 
Revenues Authorized at Meeting of National Freight Claim Council. 


By DAVID HIGHSMITH, JR. 


Relief from what was termed “the 
practice of government agencies” of 
deducting arbitrarily amounts for 
loss and damage claims from trans- 
portation charges due carriers will 
be sought at the Commission by the 
National Freight Claim Council of 
the American Trucking Associations, 
Inc. 

A course of action was drawn up by 
members of the national committee of 


the council November 18, on the last 
day of the council’s three-day fall meet- 


ing at the Biltmore hotel in Atlanta, Ga. 
Attendance at the meeting in the course 
of the three days totaled more than 100 
and included council members as well as 
members of the national committee 
(T.W., Nov. 20, p. 27). 

In the form of a resolution, the coun- 
cil instructed its executive secretary, 
John M. Miller, to petition the Commis- 
sion to institute an investigation into 
such practices. 

The resolution was adopted following 
a speech on the floor by Harry Lorance, 
of Super Service Motor Freight Co., Inc., 


Sys' 1 from 1931 to 1935. He came to 
the ‘nited States in 1938 and became a 
na! alized citizen in 1944. In World War 
II served with the Office of Strategic 
Ser..ces as chief of the transportation 
sec .on of the Europe-Africa division. In 
195) he assisted in directing reconstruc- 
tion of the war-torn parts of the Ger- 
mc. railway system. For this work he 


Officers of the National Freight Claim Council posed with members of the local committee on 
arrangements in the course of the fall meeting of the council in Atlanta, Ga., November 16-18. 
Front row, left to right: Max Cooke, claim agent, Mclean Trucking Co., chairman of the council; 
John M. Miller, executive secretary of the council; H. G. Morgeridge, claim agent, Simpson Trucking 
Co.; M. C. Presley, claim agent, Georgia Highway Express, Inc. Back row, left to right: Ralph R. 
Melendy, claim agent, Southwestern New Hampshire Transportation Co., Inc., second vice-chairman of 
the council; Glen Jacobs, claim agent, Be-Mac Transportation Co., Inc., first vice-chairman; T. A. 
Henslee, manager, weights and research department, Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference; Dick 
Gadd, claim agent, Terminal Transport, and L. M. Moulson, claim agent, Atlanta-Alabama Truck Lines. 
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Nashville, Tenn., who called the pro- 
cedure “unfair and wrong.” 

Mr. Lorance said that government 
shippers, “or those who pay the govern- 
ment freight bills,” deducted amounts 
for claims before the amount has been 
determined. 

He said that the government was fol- 
lowing an “unfair practice” and that it 
was contrary to the interstate commerce 
act for anyone to deduct anything from 
earned revenues of carriers. 

Such a practice came about, Mr. Lor- 
ance said, when some carriers refused 
to honor claims, “but that doesn’t make 
it right.” 

For about the last two years, he said, 
it had been government policy to allow 
carriers 90 davs to adjust claims. That 
progress came about, Mr. Lorance said, 
by members of this council associating 
with government officials. 

“To have a finance officer deduct from 
our earned revenues burns me up.” Mr. 
Lorance said, “The U.S. government can 
do it but nobody else can.” 

Mr. Lorance said that carrier members 
had followed the course of least resist- 
ance by not bucking the government, 
“but we should find relief,” he said, “even 
if we have to go to our congressmen.” 

Les Osborne, of Santa Fe Trail Trans- 
portation Co., Wichita, Kan., in second- 
ing the motion for a resolution, said that 
such a practice was “foreign to every- 
thing we know.” 


Text of Resolution 


The resolution was quickly drawn up 
by Mr. Miller and was read amid shouts 
of approval. It follows: 

“That the National Freight Claim 
Council of the American Trucking Asso- 
ciations goes on record as disapproving 
of the practice of government agencies 
of arbitrarily deducting alleged amounts 
for carrier liability for loss and damage 
from carriers’ earned revenue; 


“That it is the sense of this committee 
that government agencies should in their 
claim collections from carriers be treated 
in the same manner as other claimants; 

“That this committee reports that it 
believes government agencies are not ex- 
hausting all reasonable effort in clear- 
ing astray freight by motor carriers and 
that carriers are paying shortage claims 
in many instances for freight which has 
actually been delivered; 


“That the staff of the N.F.C.C. of A.T.A. 
be instructed to petition the I.C.C. to 
investigate the practices of government 
agencies in these matters and to take all 
other appropriate action to obtain relief.” 

In ‘other activities, the council heard 
comprehensive reports on the transpor- 
tation of perishables, explosives, and a 
theory on the cause of “concealed dam- 
age” to fabrics. 


Government Forum on Claims 


The morning of the second day was 
given over to a forum on government loss 
and damage claim problems as a panel 
of government experts advised claim 
agents on their company problems in 
dealing with the government. 

Participating in the forum were: Ray- 
mond Lytle, freight traffic services re- 
search assistant, Office of the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense; R. D. Locke, chief, 
loss and damage prevention section. Of- 
fice of the Chief of Transportation, U.S. 
Army; Lieutenant Commander A. H. 


Kerr, assistant director, cargo and ter- 
minal operations division, Office of the 
Assistant Chief for Transportation, Navy; 
Lieutenant P. C. Van Soelen, director, 
freight and passenger division, Navy Re- 
gional Accounts Office; W. A. Roe, chief, 
land cargo section, Directorate of Trans- 
portation, Air Force; "James A. White, 
freight traffic officer, transportation di- 
vision, Marine Corps, and H. K. Wilson, 
chief, freight subdivision, transporta- 
tion division, Office of Comptroller Gen- 
eral. 

The report on transportation of perish- 
ables was made by William Carroll, East- 
ern Motor Express, Terre Haute, Ind. 


Handling of Perishables 


Mr. Carroll said that it was apparent 
that the industry as a whole was lacking 
in information concerning the handling 
of perishable cargoes. 

While many carriers had made exten- 
Sive studies of the problem, he said, many 
had relied on hit or miss methods which 
he said in many instances had proved 
costly not only from a claim standpoint 
word from a customer relation angle as 
well. 

Mr. Carroll divided his report into 
four categories—equipment, commodity 
peculiarities, control procedures and lia- 
bility features. 


On the subject of refrigeration equip- 
ment, Mr. Carroll said that while main- 
tenance was not the responsibility of the 
claim manager, the lack of it could pre- 
sent the agent with many costly claims. 

To enable proper and economic selec- 
tion of equipment, it was necessary to 
know something of the commodities a 
carrier intended to handle, Mr. Carroll 
said. 

While it would be impossible for a 
carrier thoroughly to educate its per- 
sonnel in connection with every perish- 
able commodity that might be handled, 
Mr. Carroll said, there were at least two 
major points in which they could and 
should be instructed. He said that they 
were temperature requirements and in- 
spection methods. 


Mr. Carroll said that it had long been 
the practice of packinghouses to ship 
meat which still retained animal heat. 
It was not unusual for shipments to be 
loaded with a commodity temperature 
of 55 or 60 degrees even though the 
shipper might request a transportation 
temperature of 30 to 35 degrees. 


Thus, he said, if the carrier did not 
determine the temperature of the meat 
when it was loaded, he might attempt 
to accomplish something beyond the 
capabilities of his equipment. 

Mr. Carroll said that it should be fur- 
ther considered that meat that had been 
in a chilling room for only a few hours 
might have a desirable surface tempera- 
ture yet be undesirably warm a few 
inches beneath the surface. For this 
reason, he said, it was recommended that 
temperatures beneath the surface be 
determined by use of a_ penetrating 
thermometer. 


Instructions to Terminals 


He offered the following instructions 
which he said might be considered for 
distribution to terminal personnel: 

1. Each terminal should assign the 
responsibility of receiving, checking, and 
handling perishables to individuals who 
obviously must be qualified to perform 
these duties and responsibilities involv- 
ing the commodities handled outbound 
and/or inbound. 

2. A quick reacting thermometer should 
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be used and commodity tempera ures 
taken before receiving perishables. 

3. You must know, prior to acceptunce 
the exact temperature the commidity 
requires and what the shipping ‘em. 
perature will be. Only accept perish: ble 
at “safe” temperatures. 

4. Remember always your equipment 
is not designed to lower temperatures 
its job is to hold the loading tempers- 
ture. 

5. Units dispatched with dry ice 
should be inspected and re-iced, if neces. 
sary, in transit. 

6. The destination terminal should 
take positive steps to keep exposure at a 
minimum until delivery is effected. 

7. To reduce exposure to the bare 
minimum, perishable loads should be 
forwarded at such hours and days as 
to permit prompt delivery on arrival. 

In originating shipment of perish- 
ables, Mr. Carroll said, temperature read- 
ings must be taken of both surface and 
interior when accepting freight requir- 
ing protective service. It was the car- 
rier’s responsibility when accepting per- 
ishables requiring refrigeration, he said 
to manitain to destination the tempera- 
ture at which the shipment was re- 
ceived. 

Also, he said, the line-haul driver 
should be instructed concerning pro- 
tection of the load in transit, with re- 
spect to icing if refrigerated in this 
manner, or defrosting if a mechanical 
refrigeration unit was used. 

Mr. Carroll said that the freight claim 
department should be notified of any 
complications to perishable shipments. 

While it was the duty of the control 
and check stations to check all perish- 
able loads, he said, it was the responsi- 
bility of the destination terminal imme- 
diately to examine all loads as soon as 
they were received to determine their 
condition and to provide for proper re- 
frigeration until they are delivered. 

While these instructions would require 
alteration to meet the requirements of 
individual companies, he said, it was be- 
lieved that in general they might prove 
of value for the control of perishable 
freight. 


Mr. Carroll said that his committee had 
merely touched the surface in the study 
of perishable handling, and recommended 
that arrangement be made to continue 
with the development of information. 


Handling of Explosives 


James Boies, of Carolina Freight Car- 
riers Corporation, Cherryville, N.C., re- 
porting on transportation of dangerous 
articles and explosives, said that a sur- 
vey made by his committee indicated a 
lack of training personnel to handle such 
commodities. 


Other points noted from the survey 
with respect to the transportation of dan- 
gerous articles and explosives were: 


(1) Failure of shippers to properly to 
label and describe commodities; (2) lack 
of sufficient coordination between satety, 
operating and traffic departments in 
training personnel, and (3) complexity 
of rules and regulations. 


W. P. Downey, of Eastern Motor is- 
patch, Columbus, O., and newly ele: ted 
chairman of the National Traffic Com- 
mittee for the trucking industry, re- 
ported the action taken by the com) it- 
tee at a meeting in Washington, I C., 
October 13-15, upholding approval by 
the National Classification Board c 4 
proposed rule, which was appealed to -he 
committee, limiting freight loss nd 
damage liability of motor carriers t0 
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og ures ies g pound, unless higher value is de- 
ept 2 dared and extra valuation charges paid 
co - (T.W., Oct. 16, pp. 18 and 33). 
“ — Mr. Downey said that notice had been 
ish ble issued to all parties that an application 
SB eeking approval of the rule would be 
: filed with the Commission in the near 
ulprent : 
ratures future. 
empera. Test Permits 
An appeal to the carrier members 
iry ice! was made by N. H. Behme, chairman 
f neces. § of the National Classification Board, 
urging them to assist the board in ob- 
should § serving the operations conducted under 
ire ata @ test permits issued by the Commission. 
ed. Mr. Behme asked the members to 
1e bare watch for both kinds of permits—those 
uld be ™ testing changes in rules, and those un- 
Jays as der which experiments were being con- 
irrival, § ducted in changes in containers. 
perish- Answering a question from the floor, 
‘e read- § Mr. Behme said that motor carrier and 
ice and @ railroads did issue permits at the same 
requir- § time, but said that claims against motor 
ne car- @ carriers had arisen from truckers haul- 
ng per-™@ ing containers being tested under per- 
ne said @ mits issued by railroads. 
mpera- Carl T. Hester, general traffic manager, 
vas re-[ Dan River Mills, Danville, Va., spoke 
briefly at a luncheon meeting Novem- 
driver § ber 17. 
g pro- Mr. Hester cited situations when more 
‘ith re- § than 60 days elapsed without receiving 
in this @ Word from carriers with regard to tracers 
hanica] @ filed on a stray freight. 
Proper response to tracers would 
t claim § eliminate a great many improper claims 
of any § being filed, he said. Mr. Hester urged 
ments. the carriers to handle tracers and claims 
contro] § Promptly. 
perish- Later on the subject of tracing, D. G. 
sponsi- § Griffin, manager, Southwestern Motor 
imme- — Carrier Claim Conference, Dallas, Tex., 
oon as § Suggested that the names of claim agents 
> their — With different member lines be listed in 
per re- — the A.T.A.’s claim rules book. Mr. Os- 
ered. borne joined in the plea, but after some 
require — debate, the plan was abandoned as being 
ents of — too expensive for the amount of service 
vas be- & it would provide member lines. 
; prove Static Electricity and Textiles 
ishable Mr. Boies, along with J. L. Hopkins, 
of Akers Motor Line, Gastonia, N.C., of- 
ee had § fered as information, a conclusion they 
> Study — arrived at after intense research into 
nended the cause of stains to cotton piece goods 
mtinue § and fabrics, while in transit. 
tion. They said that carriers had been 
called on to process claims for damage 
a aia to fabrics which had left the shipper 
jet sealed, in “perfect condition,” and ar- 
gerous rived at the consignee’s place of business, 
pe still sealed, but with stains. 
shalt 2 Mr. Hopkins said that the stains were 
anak first attributed to diesel smoke but sub- 
: sequent investigation eliminated that 
as a cause. 
survey Both said they had worked in close 
fdan- — conjunction with shippers in trying to 
e: find a solution to the stains. They said 
rly to that after observing the behavior of 
}) lack F tex! les “charged” with static electricity, 
safety, it ‘vas surmised that the stains could 
its in — ha‘» been caused by intense static elec- 
yle xity tric cy generated in sealed containers. 
‘ey emphasized that the theory was 
r Dis- off'-ed as information only, and refused 
le: ted to -uggest a course of action with re- 
Com- Spe to claims that might arise from 
y, re- suc. damage. 
mi —{ New Committee Members 
al by the course of the council’s busi- 
of 8 ne Session, a new national claim pre- 
to :he pin 1on committee was elected for a two- 
; ond ye term. In addition, the council 
rs to | 2° ‘ed two members to the national 





Co: mittee. 








New members of the claim prevention 
committee included among the carrier 
representatives, Harry Bulloch, of Hill 
Lines, Amarillo, Tex., and Mr. Boies, as 
co-chairmen. Other members are: 

Mr. Lorance, Dan Gusseff, of Branch 
Motor Express, New York City; Mr. Os- 
borne; Jack Kriha, of Murphy Motor 
Freight Line, St. Paul, Minn.; E. L. 
Roberson, of Miller Motor Express, Char- 
lotte, N.C.; Seymour Holley, of Glenden- 
ning Motorways, St. Paul; H. C. Brown, 
of Consolidated Freightways, Inc., Port- 
land, Ore.; Mr. Carroll, Mr. Hopkins, 
J. R. Pelto, of Middle Atlantic Transpor- 
tation, New Britain, Conn.; W. J. 
Fisher, of White Owl Express, Pontiac, 
Mich., and B. R. Manning, Baltimore 
Transfer Co., Baltimore, Md. 

Weighing and inspection bureau repre- 
sentatives named to the committee were: 

Walter A. Miles, New Orleans Motor 
Carrier Association, New Orleans, La.; 
Mr. Griffin; T. A. Henslee, weighing and 
research service, Southern Motor Car- 
riers Rate Conference, Atlanta; John 
N. Strickler, Central Motor Freight 
weighing and inspection bureau, Chi- 
cago, Ill.; Harry E. Hassett, Motor Truck 
Association of Southern California, Los 
Angeles, Calif.. and Frank J. Rabuse, 
Kansas City weighing and inspection 
service, Kansas City, Mo. 

Charles F. Cole, of Brooks Transpor- 
tation Co., Richmond, Va., succeeded D. 
G. Hargett, of Great Southern Trucking 
Co., Jacksonville, Fla., on the national 
committee, and E. F. Freemuth, of Spec- 
tor Motor Service, Chicago, succeeded 
J. J. Callahan, Jr., of that company. 

In addition to making a number of 
changes in its by-laws, the council also 
approved changes in its freight claim 
rules. 

Rule 6 was amended so as to place 
the responsibility of collecting claims 
from insolvent carriers with the carrier 
interchanging with the insolvent carrier. 

Rule 121, having to do with appor- 
tioning claims on a prorate basis, was 
amended by providing that in the ap- 
portionment of a claim, “if the rate on 
which the claim is based is made up of a 
combination of separately stated rate 
factors, the revenue shall be reappor- 
tioned accordingly, and each carrier 
shall be liable for that portion of the 
claim represented by the excess over the 
ae applicable to his portion of the 

aul.” 


The council also accepted, as informa- 
tion, a standard form for transmitting 
claims from motor carriers to rail car- 
riers and carloading companies. The 
form was made available by Walter A. 
Miles, executive secretary of the New 
Orleans Motor Carriers Association. 


Members of the council were enter- 
tained at a “hospitality hour” the eve- 
ning of November 16, by the southern 
motor carriers, the Georgia Trucking 
Association, Great Dane Trailer Sales, 
Inc., Fruehauf Trailer Co., and Posey and 
Linn, Inc., a Dorsey Trailer distributor. 
On the night of November 17, members 
and their guests were treated to a steak 
dinner at Joe Cotton’s Steak Ranch, 
with entertainment furnished by the 
Dorsey Brothers Orchestra. Southern 
motor carriers were hosts. 





Rivers and Harbors Projects 


A proposed port expansion at Tacoma 
Harbor, Washington, and an inland na- 
vigation channel of the Mississippi River 
at Beaver Slough, Clinton, Ia., are among 
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10 river and harbor and flood control 
projects and modifications of existing 
projects to be considered by the Army’s 
Board of Engineers for Rivers and Har- 
bors at a meeting at 9:30 a.m., November 
29, in the Old District Building, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 





Transport Plant Capacity 
Subject of Talk at N.D.T.A. 


Meeting in San Francisco 


About 200 members of the National 
Defense Transportation Association 
from the San Francisco Bay area at- 
tended a dinner-meeting at the 
officers’ club, the Presidio, in San 
Francisco, the evening of Novem- 
ber 18. 


Speaker for the evening was Robert J. 
Bayer, editor of TraFFIC WorLD and 
chairman of the board of the American 
Society of Traffic and Transportation. 
He discussed the role of transportation 
in military emergencies and the steps to 
be taken to bring transportation to its 
highest peak of efficiency in case of such 
an emergency, which he said most people 
hoped would never occur. 


Some of the necessary instruction for 
such preparation, he said, stemmed from 
as far back as World War I when it was 
discovered that government seizure and 
operation of the railroads—and, by 
analogy, of any other type of transpor- 
tation—was not “the answer.” In the 
Second World War, he said, the Ameri- 
can people learned another lesson, 
which was that transportation capacity 
could not be measured by accepted 
standards. In that war, he said the 
volume of traffic handled exceeded 
earlier estimates of the capacity limits 
of the carriers time and time again as 
the necessity arose, and catastrophe was 
avoided more often on the home supply 
lines than on the battlefields and at sea. 


Domestic Transport Status 


At present, he said, the domestic trans- 
portation plant was in better shape than 
it had been at the beginning of World 
War II and it was undergoing important 
improvements as it met increasing de- 
mands in capacity and service to meet 
civilian needs. The only particular in 
which the peacetime American transpor- 
tation system offered less than top ef- 
ficiency to industrial, agricultural and 
other civilian users was its tendency to 
over-extend its plant by duplication of 
competing services and to create waste 
by useless competitive rivalries, Mr. Bay- 
er said. 


It was in the latter field, he insisted, 
that organizations such as the National 
Defense Transportation Association had 
their greatest potential for good. If the 
N.D.T.A. could devise ways to integrate 
the existing facilities into a total plant, 
it would be discovered, in the terms of 
philosophy, that the whole was actually 
greater than its component parts, he 
said. 


Two Reasons for Optimism 


“As I see it, then, in summing up,” said 
he, “there are two reasons why we may 
permit ourselves a little optimism about 
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the ability of the American transporta- 
tion to do a good job in times of military 
emergency. The first is that intangible 
but certainly existent emergency ca- 
pacity inherent in the present plan and 
lying beyond its calculated capacity— 
the overdrive, so to speak, that cannot 
be seen or measured but the existence 
of which has been proved by past in- 
stances when it has been utilized. 

“The second reason is One we must de- 
velop ourselves—the study of the whole 
transportation plant with a view to 
making its disparate parts mesh and 
work together. There is a philosophical 
concept which holds that the whole is 
greater than the sum of its parts. It cer- 
tainly holds true in transportation. The 
total capacity of a transportation sys- 
tem in which duplicated and wasteful 


services are eliminated and in which 
each type of transportation is used in its 
special sphere will undoubtedly be 
much greater than the sum of the exist- 
ing capacities of the separate types. 

“Add these two capacity potentials to 
the rapidly improving transportation fa- 
cilities of our country, and also a new 
audacity in transportation management, 
and we can be confident that our weak 
link—if there is to be a weak link—won’t 
be transportation.” 

Travis F. Green, of Pacific Intermoun- 
tain Express, president of the San 
Francisco Chapter of N.D.T.A., presided 
at the dinner. Parkman Sayward, vice- 
president, sales and traffic, of P.LE., 
introduced the speaker. Arrangements 
for the dinner and meeting were in the 
hands of Colonel Calvin L. Whittle, 
transportation officer, Sixth Army, chair- 
man of the chapter’s program commit- 
tee. 


Head of Monon Outlines ‘Musts’ for Rail 
Executives in Transport Merchandising 


Assertions That Railroad Service Is Not Complete Transportation 
Service and That Easing of Regulation Will Not Bring Cut-Throat 
Competition Are Emphasized in Speech by W. W. Brown, in Chicago. 


From a railroad president’s point 
of view, three basic sales problems 
were involved in transportation mer- 
chandising, Warren W. Brown, presi- 
dent of the Monon Railway (the Chi- 
cago, Indianapolis & Louisville), 
said in a speech before the Chicago 
Transportation Club, November 17. 


Mr. Brown said the railroad president 
must: (1) Sell everyone connected with 
the railroads the concept that railroad 
service is not complete transportation 
service; (2) sell industrial traffic people 
the idea that a lessening of regulation 
will not lead to cut-throat competition, 
and (3) sell himself on his programs. 


Expanding his discussion of those three 
problems, Mr. Brown continued: 


“Initially, I must sell everyone around 
me on the railroad with the idea that 
railroad service is not complete trans- 
portation. Particularly to the railroad 
salesman must this selling job on my 
part be directed, for he is in a position 
to study and analyze transportation, 
point up railroad service deficiencies in 
the face of competition, and advise and 
speculate on the action to be taken by 
the rails. The young men coming up in 
the railroad industry today must realize 
that the service they are selling is not 
complete transportation, but only rail- 
road service and, as such, is merely a 
part of transportation. If they under- 
stand the difference, the better is their 
ability to strengthen rail service and 
make it a greater and more effective 
part of transportation. 


Selling to Industrial Traffic Men 
“My second selling job lies with those 
of you in industrial traffic. If I had 
to select one of these three sales prob- 
lems as the most difficult, perhaps I 
would choose this assignment, for I 
must completely sell you on the honesty 


and sincerity of the railroad industry 
and, for that matter, on the honesty and 
sincerity of every transportation agency 
which chafes at regulation and control. 
To pattern this out means that you who 
direct the nation’s commerce will slowly 
become convinced that orderly competi- 
tion can emerge from a scheme of na- 
tional transportation that operates with- 
out harmful regulation and without re- 
strictive thinking. To pattern it out to 
an additional degree means that we 
think even in terms of convincing you 
that orderly competition can emerge 
when all regulation is removed, and not 
just the harmful regulation. I am try- 
ing to sell you on the idea that there 
will not be the cut-throat chaos that 
many of you fear—and, I might add, 
fear with some justification. I am try- 
ing to sell you on the idea that out of 
lessened regulation can come competi- 
tive sanity, and only competitive sanity. 


“As a by-product, I must sell every 
member of my organization on the 
emergence of competitive sanity, as, in 
fact, every railroader must be sold on 
competitive sanity, and must be sold on 
his own ability to help create competi- 
tive sanity and to work successfully un- 
der it. .There are those in: every. field 
who think with occasional dread upon 
thoughts of waking to find no rules and 
regulations under which to operate. 
Such a condition would find many of 
these people well along in years, and at 
4n advanced age in life a whole new 
theory of operation can be a soul-try- 
ing assignment, and, gentlemen, to a 
man who has conducted his part of rail- 
road operation for a lifetime according 
to only the most rigid of rules which 
do not allow for imagination, this can 
actually be a terrifying contemplation. 

“The final sales problem that I must 
face deals with my own work. I must 
sell myself on every major step which 
I recommend. To do so, requires much 


“ago because he does not have to. 
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searching contemplation and uch 
weighing and analysis of fact and ti cory 
If, in trying to sell a recommend: tion 
I find that a contrary school of op:nioy 
offers one element of doubt as t 
strength of my own conviction, I 
re-examine my case and actually 
myself—either on the validity o 
own position or on the validity « 
counter position. Obviously, it is easy 
to change an opinion. Mistaken are dif- 
ferent, as you well know. 

“When a transportation department 
makes a mistake, you pick it up off the 
countryside. When a mechanical depart- 
ment makes a mistake, you send out 
another locomotive to pick up a delayed 
train. When a roadway department 
makes a mistake, people won’t come back 
because they had a rough ride, or yoy 
start worrying if your insurance wil] 
cover the claims because a signal failed 
or a section of track gave way. When 
a railroad president makes a mistake, it 
can hurt thousands of people, and, in 
fact, it can destroy the welfare of a rail- 
road. That’s why I spend some time 
selling myself. It’s a pretty good habit 


Sales and Education 


“A big factor in my sales problems, 
and in the sales problems of every other 
railroad chief executive officer—yes, the 
problems of every transportation chief 
executive officer, is education. I must 
understand what you in the industrial 
traffic field want. I would like to under- 
stand what the trucker, and the airline 
man, and the freight forwarder want. | 
would like you to understand what I, as 
a railroader, want. Finally, all of us 
should understand what should be—what 
the nation wants, what is best for the 
nation. We must proceed on the basis 
of a common exchange of ideas. There 
should be a constant process of inter- 
education among all of us who have an 
interest in the future of transportation. 
We need this education, each of us from 
the other, and every effort of its kind in 
the United States, whether small or 
large, whether informal or formal, is 
contributing a vital measure of informa- 
tion to what I consider the greatest 
economic problem of our time—the es- 
tablishment and maintenance of an 
adequate transportation service.” 

In addition, Mr. Brown said, the mer- 
chandising of transportation had many 
lesser problems that stemmed from the 
three “basic” sales problems he had dis- 
cussed. 


Rail Selling—Yesterday and Today 


“All of you know that the purchaser of 
railroad transportation does not buy rail 
service as he did 20 years ago,” he said 
“Unfortunately, the seller of railroad 
transportation is still selling pretty much 
as he did 20 years ago. 

“The purchaser does not buy railroad 
transportation the way he did 20 years 
Un- 
fortunately, the seller of railroad trans- [ 
portation has to sell railroad tran 
tation as he did 20 years ago be: 
that is all he has to sell. 


“The real difference, though, coms in 
our thinking. The buyer of transp rta- 
tion doesn’t have to think principally 
of railroad transportation as he di 20 
years ago because he has other = ypes 
from which to choose. The selic* of 
railroad transportation, however, ti nks 
only in terms of railroad transport: ion 
as it was 20 years ago because ¢ at's 
the way he was taught and, sad «5s lt 
is to relate, that’s the way he is ‘till 
being taught. 
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“Therefore, I find that one of the 


biggest sales problems a railroad pres- 
ident faces is the necessity of conveying 
to every person that works on his rail- 
road the sheer truth that the railroad 


is no longer the indispensable factor 
that it once was. I have to sell them 
on the basis that the railroad is, in 
fact, a vulnerable commodity. If you 
think that in the face of declining reve- 
nues and net income the awful truth 
of that statement should not be instantly 
apparent to everyone, let me remind you 
of the standards of today’s railroad 
courtesy. This subject falls into the 
bracket of one of those things we just 
don’t talk about in polite company—or 
at least aren’t supposed to. However, 
lately I have not been criticized for being 
bashful. 


Railroad Discourtesy 


“‘T am sure that all of you have wit- 
nessed examples of railroad discourtesy. 
In some cases, it is insolence. This is a 
tremendous sales problem, this matter 
of selling to all railroad employees the 
realization that people just don’t have 
to use the railroad for their freight 
and just don’t have to ride on trains. 


“T find several good examples of basic 
courtesy around me that serve as guide- 
posts. Some of the utilities, for ex- 
ample, and notably the telephone com- 
panies. The ‘phone people are out- 
standing. Then, too, almost without ex- 
ception there is the truck driver on the 
highway, who, although he’s beating up 
your roads, certainly sweetens up your 
trip by being a pillar of courtesy and 
thoughtfulness. In fact, I think the 
truck lines can attribute directly to the 
conduct of their drivers a large part of 
the failure of the railroad industry to get 
people interested in making the trucks 
pay more money. Let’s not forget that 
these truck drivers also lead you to the 
best eating places, or the prettiest 
waitresses. 


“Ticket clerks and stewardess em- 
ployes on the airlines are courteous, 
but let’s stop here just a minute in 
case you think that the Monon is spon- 
soring ‘Old Home Week’ for trucks and 
airlines. Nothing could be farther from 
the truth, but I think it is important 
that everyone understand that the rail- 
road industry has no right to quarrel 
with these people on the basis of the 
services they produce and the manner 
in which they are provided. We are 
fighting the treatment they receive, 
which is an entirely different story, and, 
which, probably to your collective relief 
and satisfaction, is a matter we will not 
take up here today aside from these two 
slitht digs. 


Errors of Omission 
Equally as bad as the discourteous 


& 1 insolent treatment are the errors 
0! »mission—those places where the little 
ni eties of courtesy are just not found. 

‘se are the little extras that make a 


son happy he shipped a car over your 
road or took a ride on one of your 
ins. You folks practice these niceties, 
does everyone in your organization 
ow them? 
We both know why these things are in 
stence. They are here because we let 
em exist—not because of the employee. 
ie discourteous conduct is a throwback 
the monopoly day of the railroad, and 
is the type of thinking that we used 
) funnel down, and, unfortunately, are 


ee a on 








still doing so in some places. Believe me, 
it is a fantastic problem to solve. I don’t 
expect to finish it in my lifetime, but I 
know that it is there, and I know that I 
can’t solve it by looking the other way 
or pretending that it doesn’t exist. I 
have a selling job—have to sell an in- 
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dustry on the realization that courtesy 
is a simple, but vital, factor in success 
or failure.” 





Speaker Advises Traffic Departments 
To Exercise ‘Cooperative Functions’ 


F. P. Ryan, of Eastman Kodak Co., 
Exchange Information With Others 


Says Traffic Executives Should 
in Their Field and Should Offer 


Their Services to ‘Sales, Purchasing, Production, and Management.’ 


That traffic departments must co- 
operate with each other “for their 
mutual benefit” and that the quali- 
fied industrial traffic manager must 
“become a capable administrator and 
offer his improved services to sales, 
purchasing, production, and man- 
agement” were assertions made by 
F. P. Ryan, assistant general traffic 
manager of Eastman Kodak Co., in 
an address on “The Future of Traffic 
Management” at the November meet- 
ing of the Appalachian Traffic Club 
at the Johnson City (Tenn.) Country 
Club. 


Mr. Ryan said that “routine functions” 
of the industrial traffic department in- 
cluded such tasks as rate quotation, 
tracing shipments, routing, auditing of 
freight bills, and determining classifi- 
cation. 

“The cooperative functions of a traffic 
department,” he continued, “may be de- 
fined as the presentation of not only 
the routine functions and the results 
thereof to other departments, but the 
going beyond the scope of accepted 
tasks in that the routine performance 
is adapted toward the requirements and 
specific needs of other departments with- 
in the company...” 


Job for Carrier Representatives 


Further excerpts from Mr. Ryan’s 
speech follow: 

“There are an estimated 267,000 factory 
enterprises in the United States, with by 
far the greater number of these not em- 
ploying the services of a traffic manager. 
Frequently, you, the carrier representa- 
tive, do not call upon an industrial 
traffic manager, but a member of either 
a purchasing or sales department. When 
such is the case, instead of finding it 
difficult to offer traffic and transporta- 
tion ideas to a person relatively un- 
acquainted with our activity, this should 
serve as a real opportunity to present 
and take advantage of what I refer to 
as the cooperative functions of traffic 
management. 


“When a company does not have its 
own traffic department, the responsi- 
bility for traffic information falls more 
heavily upon you, the carrier represent- 
ative. What I have said before and what 
I will say hereafter, can and should 
be applied by you in the course of your 
daily activity. By learning as much as 
you can about individual company prod- 
ucts and problems, you can more satis- 
factorily. perform your assigned tasks 





by offering such concerns the newest and 
most appropriate of the cooperative 
ideas... 

“We must encourage the development 
of new, improved procedures to be ap- 
plied to our routine tasks in order that 
we may assume the responsibilities as- 
signed by our employers and accomplish 
these assignments satisfactorily. It is 
absolutely necessary for us to continue 
to improve our routine function methods 
if we are to have the sound basis or 
foundation upon which the cooperative 
functions must be built. Some new 
methods we have adopted include (1) 
revised filing systems for our shipping 
and receiving documents; (2) revised 
record keeping by product, by volume, 
by point of origin and destination... . 


“There is still room ... for men like 
us to apply ourselves enthusiastically to 
our chosen careers and to come up with 
great accomplishments. 


Exchange of Information 


“As my first new idea or suggestion, I 
would like to offer for your consideration 
the possibility of the exchange of infor- 
mation between industrial traffic de- 
partments, and there is no reason why 
the same could not be performed by and 
between carrier traffic departments. 
Such an arrangement should allow us 
the opportunity of benefiting from the 
lessons learned by our colleagues as they 
perform their assigned tasks for their 
individual companies on a day-to-day 
basis. I have never heard discussed out- 
side the company the performance of 
a specific traffic department’s methods 
at the operation level, nor had such per- 
formance compared with another de- 
partment’s performance in another 
company. It would be extremely en- 
lightening if, as we hope to earn our 
professional status, we begin to conduct 
ourselves in a fashion that would assist 
us in attending it. 


“Working on this soundly established 
foundation, then, that is, efficient per- 
formance of our routine functions, my 
second suggestion concerns the approach 
we should follow at this time in the de- 
velopment and accomplishment of the 
cooperative function. An industrial traf- 
fic manager today cannot afford to be a 
master of technical transportation de- 
tail alone. He should write into his job 
assignment a cooperative plan or pro- 
gram that will allow him to offer con- 
crete, specific traffic data to other de- 
partments. In most instances, these other 
departments are aware of the traffic 
function, at least to some degree; but 
they are not aware of the scope of the 
performance of these traffic tasks. The 
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traffic manager has the responsibility of 
thinking up new and better ways of pro- 
viding these departments with useful 
traffic and transportation information, 
developing the proper receptive attitude 
on the part of these departments so they 
will accept and use the available data, 
and maintaining that cooperative spirit 
by continuing to produce satisfactory re- 
sults. 


Help for Purchasing Department 


“This program may sound easy to ac- 
complish, but it will take a lot of doing 
and a lot of hard work to make it ef- 
fective. Sure, you may say, we provide 
our purchasing department with rate 
quotations, volume carload and truck- 
load rates, routes, and routings, but how 
often do you provide them with, or en- 
courage them to ask for rate quotations 
from untapped market areas? Do you 
offer services to them of this nature, in- 
dicating your willingness to provide the 
requested rate or other information? Are 
you actively concerned with the develop- 
ment of consolidating or pooling less- 
than-carload and truckload shipments? 
Are you concerned with the terms of sale 
as the purchasing department may con- 
sider them? Do you offer to the buyers 
carrier volume minimum weight informa- 
tion? Are you aware of the ramifications 
of your traffic policies in anticipating the 
effect on the purchasing department, or 
do they call to your attention new prob- 
lems that should have been foreseen? 

“The same type of traffic information 
can be applied to the needs of a sales 
department. I had the notion that when 
I became a member of our traffic depart- 
ment I was not a buyer like the mem- 
bers of the purchasing department, or a 
salesman like the members of the sales 
department; but I was wrong, as I have 
often found myself to be. I believed that 
I was working with these departments, 
but along side of them, with the coordi- 
nating function performed only by the 
top echelon of each department. This is 
not correct. We have to sell our sales 
people on what the traffic department 
can do, and then present a sample of our 
wares. We have to sell the purchasing 
department in the same fashion and then 
not only voice our interest in, but have 
an actual concern for, and take action 
on, the purchasing people’s traffic prob- 
a 

“T respectfully recommend a third sug- 
gestion for your consideration—namely, 
that some contact be made to arrange 
for a purchasing agent to tell what he 
expects of a traffic department, and to 
follow up his remarks by having a traffic 
manager tell the purchasing agents what 
we can do for a purchasing department. 
I would be very pleased to hear the re- 
sults of such an arrangement at a later 
date. I am certain that you would be 
as pleasantly surprised and thoroughly 
interested in the results. ... 


Individual Visitation 

“While I would like to see a greater 
exchange of information between traffic 
departments, I am not certain just how 
this could be accomplished and would 
welcome any suggestions you may have 
to offer at the close of these remarks 
Probably. for the time being, the very 
simple device of individual visitation at 
the traffic department of another com- 
pany would serve as a satisfactory be- 





ginning. By so developing the routine 
functions to the highest level of per- 
formance, we could then turn our at- 
tention to the cooperative functions. 

“IT am certain of what can be accom- 
plished within the realm of the co- 
operative functions, that is, In the area 
of what I call a traffic department’s 
second stage of growth and development. 
The outline of things to be done in the 
course of developing the traffic-purchas- 
ing cooperative effort as it was itemized 
in recent Rochester and Syracuse con- 
ferences (of traffic men with purchasing 
agents) emphasized the following activ- 
ities: 

“Group I (functions most frequently 
performed at the present time)—(1) 
Supplying routes and rates for inbound 
shipments; (2) tracing, expediting, and 
reconsigning shipments; (3) pooling in- 
bound shipments; (4) auditing freight 
bills to detect overcharges, and (5) filing 
claims for loss and damage on inbound 
shipments. 


“Group II (functions which should be 
performed, but which have not been pro- 
gressed fully to date)—(1) Securing 
rate adjustments; (2) furnishing infor- 
mation on rates, routes, and classifica- 
tions for potential sources of supply to 
enable you to compute comparative 
costs; (3) furnishing information on the 
most economical size of purchase; (4) 
furnishing information on impending 
changes in freight rates; (5) furnishing 
information on competitors’ freight 
rates; (6) furnishing information on 
packing and packaging, and (7) provid- 
ing information for the most economical 
loading methods. 


“One of the fundamental concepts of 
transportation economies is that the cost 
of transportation is a cost of production. 
This transportation expense, therefore, 
is part of the price that the ultimate 
consumer must pay in obtaining any 
product. We accomplish a valuable eco- 
nomic result when we become expert in 
our traffic field and diligently bend our 
every effort toward the reduction of this 
part of production cost. Such reduc- 
tions will be reflected in the total prices 
we pay for raw materials and in the 
total prices we charge for finished prod- 
ucts. A purchasing department must uay 
this cost on a collect transportation 
basis or find it added to the product 
price as they purchase materials from 
others on a prepaid freight arrangement. 
A sales department, in offering its goods 
to dealers or customers, may sell on an 
F.O.B. origin basis with the material mov- 
ing collect, or may add an average cost 
of transportation on a selected area 
basis to the sale price. Whatever the 
method of application, the cost of trans- 
portation is part of the total cost of a 
product. 


Traffic Department’s Obligation 


“It is the obligation of an efficient 
and capable traffic department to obtain 
the raw materials from our vendors and 
to forward finished products to our cus- 
tomers at the lowest possible cost con- 
sistent with the quality of transportation 
service desired. A traffic department must 
be interested in the transportation costs 
whether they are paid by itself or by 
its company’s customers .. . We have 
experienced, or we have _ developed, 
rather, an immeasurable amount of cus- 
tomer goodwill by the development of 
distribution through pool truckloads. This 
distribution plan allows our dealers the 
benefit of reduced transportation costs. 
This is not only cooperation with our 
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sales department, but cooperation © ith 
our customers. 

“We have but scratched the sur :ace 
on this last-mentioned item. Now we 
must continue to do more for our cusi>m- 
ers. We might provide information -uch 
as classification description, routing, «ar- 
rier selection, even though the terms of 
sale are such that the customer pays 
the freight bill. Each small service builds 
goodwill, and goodwill can be one of our 
company’s most valuable assets. 

“Traffic departments must cooperate 
with each other for their mutual benefit, 
we ought to have the same free exchange 
of information that typifies or serves as a 
mark of other professions. We do not 
mean to imply that our efforts are 
comparable to those of the medica! or 
legal professions; but, in a sense, busi- 
ness and its administration is a follow- 
up or result of the additional complexities 
of our modern world economy. We 
should not hesitate to try out these new 
ideas. Mutual problems within an indus- 
try can be solved by united effort. Con- 
cern with various carrier and regulatory 
actions can be most effective when ex- 
pressed by an organized group, but even 
more emphatic than these joint produc- 
tions are the reports of individual com- 
panies. The Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission has frequently stated that asso- 
ciation reports are important and effec- 
tive, but, because of their general nature, 
they are not as effective and important 
as precisely obtained individual company 
data. 


Benefit From ‘Visitation’ 


“It follows, then, that while we may 
review from our textbooks or conversa- 
tions the generalities that apply to the 
performance of our routine and cooper- 
ative functions, we could obtain more 
benefit from visitation among the mem- 
bers of the industrial and carrier de- 
partments on an orderly basis. 


“The future of traffic management lies 
in the cooperative functions. There will 
be sizeable rewards, both from an im- 
proved service and financial standpoint, 
for the company which fosters the per- 
formance of these traffic duties. The traf- 
fic manager must accept this obligation 
to encourage the progression of these ac- 
tivities. It is his responsibility to plant 
the seed, cultivate his garden, and sell 
his bouquet. In many instances, as I 
have stated, management and other de- 
partments cannot be expected to recog- 
nize fully the potential returns to be 
gained by cooperating more completely 
with their traffic departments. Unfortu- 
nately, there are still some traffic man- 
agers who lack the skill, ingenuity, or 
desire to assist their business associates, 
carrier colleagues, and customers. What- 
ever the reason, there is much to be ac- 
complished in the cooperative sector of 
traffic’s job. 


“In summary, then, the industrial 
traffic manager, assisted by his carrier 
contemporaries, having mastered the rou- 
tine functions of his office, must now, 
more than ever, become a capable admin- 
istrator and offer his improved services 
to sales, purchasing, production, and 
management. These departments wi’! not 
come to you. 


Suggested Aids by Traffic Men 
“In addition to efficient transport tion 
service, you must give each of then 1n- 
dividually, traffic data and inform.:‘ion 
that is useful and in a usable pack 2¢. 
“To a sales department, we n ght 
give: (a) A pool truck distribution |} 40; 
(b) pool truck dealer savings rep ‘tS; 
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(c) volume or commodity rate adjust- 
ment results. 

“To a purchasing department, we 
might give: (a) An inbound consolida- 
tion or pooling plan; (b) volume rate 
quotations from current sources of sup- 
ply, but more particularly from market 
areas under investigation; (c) classifica- 
tion descriptions for commodities; (d) 
Routing guide information containing 
parcel post and express weight breaks 
plus freight routings. 

“To management you might give a 
brief but comprehensive report of your 
accomplishments, based upon your full 
development of routine and cooperative 
functions. 

“Every firm pays for good traffic man- 
agement. Those which do not have it, 
pay most. 

“We must not forget the most important 
ingredient in our plans for the future. 
We, as individuals, are the primary fac- 
tor in insuring the needed development 
of transportation and traffic manage- 
ment. . . . The future growth of trans- 
portation and traffic management will be 
influenced largely by our performance 
within the scope of these cooperative 
tasks. 


Four Objectives 


“We can identify our program by en- 
compassing our objectives within what I 
refer to as the ‘Four E’s,’ namely, Edu- 
cation; Experience, Ethics, and Effort. 
As the scope of the traffic function ex- 
pands, carrier, shipper, and commercial 
traffic personnel must obtain the best 
traffic education possible and add to it a 
general background of information in 
other related fields of study. Education, 
very briefly, represents an opportunity 
to learn in a relatively short space of 
time from the experiences of others as 
they have been recorded in our text- 
books. 

“When we add to this formal educa- 
tion some years of personal experience 
in our chosen field, we lay the ground- 
work for the best possible results. Ex- 
perience is still the best teacher, unless 
it teaches us incorrect procedures. It has 
been said that the old adage, ‘Practice 
makes perfect,’ should be revised to read, 
‘Perfect practice makes perfect.’ 


‘Ethical Performance’ 


“Our education and experience must 
then be applied on a very ethical basis. 
This high level of ethical performance 
to which we aspire means nothing more 
than helping transportation friends and 
associates. Of all the statements. made 
tonicht, I would prefer that, if you are 
to remember one, you remember this 
one---Your individual personality is your 
bigeest asset. Make certain that you help 
those working with you. Don’t order 
people to do things; ask them. Don’t 
ma arbitrary decisions; be willing to 
ex! .in your actions and encourage your 
Subordinates to ask that all-important 
ques‘ion, ‘Why?’ . 

‘e come, thus, to our fourth ‘E’— 
thi: individual effort to which we have 
rel. red. Individual effort is probably 
the most important factor of the four, 
be. :use it encompasses the other three. 
TI importance and value of transporta- 
tic in our economy, and the position 
of ie traffic manager in the administra- 
tic. of our business enterprise, are com- 
pl ely dependent upon your effort and 
ac »\mplishment. 

Ve may take a lesson from our friends 
W have chosen politics as a career. 
Ti oy know how to gauge the qualifica- 
tious of the person up for consideration. 


~ 





They say, ‘Let’s take a look at the 
record.’ 
“Our future record will be written as 


the record of today, tomorrow.” 





Car Service Division Head 
Discusses Journal-Bearing 


Tests, in November Report 


By means of a machine installed 
at the research center of the Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads in 
Chicago, for the testing of freight 
car journal bearings, it would be 
possible to measure, within a few 
days of testing, the equivalent ef- 
fects of years of service, said Arthur 
H. Gass, chairman of the A.A.R. car 
service division, in a report on the 
national rail transportation associa- 
tion, issued November 19. 

Development of the journal-bearing 
testing machine was one of the projects 
described in the third annual report of 


the A.A.R. research center (T.W., Nov. 
20, p. 36). Mr. Gass said that this ma- 


' chine would reproduce, for test purposes, 


the combined effects of loads, speed, 
lubrication and temperature on freight 
car axles and bearings and would be 
used “to progress several projects now 
under way dealing with bearing metals, 
designs, lubricants and oiling methods.” 

Information in the report by Mr. Gass 
concerning availability of various types 
of freight cars included the following: 

“We are now passing the peak load- 
ing period and requirements for box cars 
are the greatest of any time this year. 
The harvest of the late agricultural 
crops together with increased industrial 
production has resulted in the demand 
for the better grade cars exceeding sup- 
ply with temporary shortages reported in 
all areas. Wide-door 40-foot and plain 
50-foot cars are in heavy demand in all 
areas with minor shortages being re- 
ported. ... 

“Box car loadings for the first 45 weeks 
of 1954 totaled 12.9 million cars or 7.9 
per cent less than for the same period of 
1953. Grain and grain products loading 
totaled 2.198 million cars, or 1.4 per cent 
more than for the same period last year.” 

The report said that the requirements 
for auto cars had increased, but the sup- 
ply was ample to meet demands. The 
stock car supply was said to be “entirely 
adequate” to protect requirements. 


“The road and building construction 
program continues near record levels and 
demands for gondolas to move sand and 
gravel continues quite heavy,’ Mr. Gass 
reported. 


As to plain flat cars, he said that re- 
quirements had recently increased, par- 
ticularly in the Pacific northwest for 
lumber loading, and that additional cars 
had. been moved into that area. Among 
special types of flat cars, depressed- 
center, well and heavy-capacity “flats” 
continued in heavy demand, he said. 
Loading of covered hoppers continued 
heavier than last year, but the car 
supply “has been generally ample,” he 
stated. 

The cumulative refrigerator car loading 
for the first 44 weeks of the year totaled 
1,359,594 carloads, a decrease of 5.5 
per; cent under the same period of 1953. 
said Mr. Gass. 

The volume of export and coastal 
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freight, excluding coal and coke, handled 
through the ports in September in- 
creased 1 per cent over September 1953, 
and the volume for October increased 3 
per cent over that month in 1952, he re- 
ported. 

Carloads handled through all ports in 
September were reported as follows: 
Grain, 13,623; other export, 43,690; 
coastal, 9,972; total, 67,285, an increase 
of 990 over September, 1953. 

“As of Wednesday, November 10,” the 
report continued “there were 8,555 cars 
of export and coastal freight on hand, 
other than coal, coke and grain, at all 
ports, with an average daily unloading 
the previous week of 1,933, or a bank of 
4.4 days’ supply. There were 578 cars on 
hand over 10 days or 6.8 per cent of the 
total.” 

In reporting on freight car perform- 
ance, Mr. Gass said that the net ton- 
miles per serviceable car per day during 
August and September, in keeping with 
the normal seasonal pattern, reflected a 
slight increase over previous months of 
the year. 

The net ton-miles per serviceable car 
per day were 879 in August and 896 in 
September, and the corresponding fig- 
ures for those months in previous years 
were 1,023 and 993 in 1953; 1,016 and 
1,068 in 1952; 1,076 and 1,074 in 1951; 
and 1,093 and 1,084 in 1950. 


Freight Car Detention 


Mr. Gass reported as follows on freight 
car detention: 

“The average detention of freight cars 
over the free time of 48 hours in the 
month of October was 16.38 per cent, 
which compares with 16.61 per cent for 
October, 1953, eight districts in October 
this year showing increases and five 
showing decreases. Comparing October 
this year with the prior month of Sep- 
tember, detention increased in six dis- 
tricts and decreased in seven. For Sep- 
tember this year the detention was 16.10 
per cent compared with 17.20 per cent 
in September 1953. 

“Railroad agents in 11 districts this 
October reported 2,228 cars left with 
debris by consignees after unloading. In 
September 2,874 cars were reported left 
with debris. 

“For the 10 months ended October 31, 
1954, the detention of freight cars was 
16 per cent compared with 16.64 per cent 
for the corresponding period a year ago.” 


Ship Subsidies Described 


As Investments by Purdon 


The claim that government operating 
subsidies to American-flag steamship 
lines were “dividend-producing invest- 
ments rather than a government out- 
lay” was made by Alexander Purdon, 
executive director of the Committee of 
American Steamship Lines, in an ad- 
dress at a symposium on government 
aid to shipping at Fordham University, 
New York City, November 18. 

“Net operating subsidies payable by 
the government have averaged $40.7 mil- 
lion per year for the period 1947-1953,” 
Mr. Purdon said, “while corporate taxes 
paid by subsidized lines have averaged 
$11.8 million per year for the same pe- 
riod. 

“Additional revenues resulting from 
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the operations of subsidized lines are 
paid to the U. S. Treasury in the form 
of additional income taxes of sea-going 
and shoreside labor, and taxes derived 
from the dividends and profits of sup- 
pliers to these steamship lines. 

“Undoubtedly, the subsidized lines of 
the American Merchant Marine generate 
more tax revenues each year for the U.S. 
Treasury than the total annual cost of 
the operating subsidy program when 
total direct and indirect taxes are taken 
into consideration. 

“About $350 million dollars per year 
is spent by the American-flag sub- 
sidized lines to supply, equip and repair 
their fleets, and people all over the 
country benefit from this business. 

“The operating subsidy program 
provides the United States with a fleet 
of almost 300 ships available as an 
integral part of our military establish- 
ment, in addition to these other ben- 
| ae 

“A sound maritime policy has been 
developed under the merchant marine 
act of 1936, which provides for the de- 
velopment of a privately owned and 
operated American merchant marine, 
with private enterprise and government 
engaged in a workable and necessary 
partnership to meet our vital need for 
ocean-going transportation.” 





Manager of Trucking Group 
Reports Progress in Motor 


Carrier Equipment Design 


Cooperative efforts for equipment 
development by motor carriers, au- 
tomobile manufacturers and truck- 
trailer makers, had in a period of 
four years added 50 per cent cubic 
capacity to equipment, R. J. McBride, 
general manager of the Regular 
Common Carriers Conference of the 
American Trucking Associations, said 
in a speech at the annual meeting 
of the Florida Trucking Association 
in the Hollywood Beach hotel, Holly- 
wood, Fla., on November 22. 


Mr. McBride reviewed the progress of 
the work of the conference on equipment 
development, from the stage where 
standardization was considered imprac- 
tical to the present realization of the 
objective. He described six proposals 
for improvement which he said were 
currently under study, in cooperation 
with the Automobile Manufacturers As- 
sociation and the Truck-Trailer Manu- 
facturers Association. 

Mr. McBride quoted a 1951 conference 
statement that “it is impossible to at- 
tempt to work out specifications for 
equipment which would be legal under 
all of the varying size and weight regu- 
lations.” He added: 


“We have just sent out a news release 
. .. telling the transportation industry 
our success at sponsoring a joint ac- 
tivity for designing equipment to operate 
interchangeably within the different 
state sizes and weights. 


“In short, what looked ‘impractical’ in 
1951 was salted away in the bank of 
accomplishment by 1954. And by 1955, 
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we are assured by the manufacturers, 
new coordinated equipment will be com- 
ing from the assembly lines, giving us 
tractor and trailer interchangeability 
from all manufacturers serving the 
common carrier industry. 

“You will be quick to realize the 
dollars and cents value of standard 
equipment coming to our fleets ... and 
the value of interchangeability of 
equipment of maximum legal dimensions 
for the majority of states, and increased 
loading space within these dimensions. 
There is more: Military and civil de- 
fense authorities realize that our truck 
and trailer fleets are the only truly in- 
destructible transportataion facility we 
have. Therefore it is clear that if we 
must use them in a time of national 
emergency, meaning war, the standard- 
ization we have now achieved may well 
save our skins. Trucks would be rolling 
when all else was limping.” 

Mr. McBride insisted that standard- 
iation should not mean stagnation, com- 
menting that “we common carriers have 
no idea of getting bogged down with 
equipment that cannot be changed or 
improved.” 

All equipment proposals, he said, when 
once formulated by the board of gov- 
ernors of the conference, were left for 
detailed development by the manufac- 
turers, who were in a position to meet 
the engineering problems through their 
own manpower and resources. Fifty pro- 
posals, he said, had been submitted by 
the conference. 


Current Proposals Listed 

Mr. McBride stated the current pro- 
posals as follows: 

“Elimination of nonessential -. differ- 
ences between component parts of inter- 
city combinations. The manufacturers 
have agreed to explore the possibility of 
further standardization. The work on 
brake lining, ignition coil mounting 
rackets is complete; work on brake 
drums and axle shafts continues. 

“Our carriers asked for expanded 
engineering studies designed to simplify 
repair in fleet shops and decrease down 
time. The manufacturers have been 
working on this for a long time. They 
came back to us saying the proposal 
was too intangible and should be re- 
worded. They wanted the operators’ 
experience and what the manufacturers’ 
should do toward improvement. We gave 
them six typewritten pages of sugges- 
tions and this is an excellent example 
of the give-and-take necessary to solve 
these problems... .” 

Mr. McBride said that “warm discus- 
sions” were provoked by the proposal of 
the board of governors for reduction in 
over-all stopping distance. He continued: 

“This proposal has been worked on 
through the A.M.A.-T.T.M.A. joint work- 
ing subcommitte on tractor-trailer com- 
bination brakes. They’ll report to us 
at our January, 1955 board meeting in 
Miami. I should add that the group is 
working closely with the Society of 
Automotive Engineers’ continuing brake 
committee in an effort to keep up with 
advances in brake design. 


Wiring and Riding Quality 


“A fourth proposal asks the manufac- 
turers to incorporate in tractor electrical 
wiring systems the wiring color code set 
forth in the A.T.A. equipment specifi- 
cation. This matter is now in the hands 
of the engineers for study and recom- 
mendation. 

“A fifth proposal from our board re- 
quests the manufacturers . . . ‘that they 





TRAFFIC WOLD 


improve riding quality of combinati ins 
as it affects the driver, the component 
parts of the combination, and the cai go. 
operating both empty and under vary ng 
load conditions.’ This one has gone to 
the S.A.E. and is receiving attention by 
the Joint AMA-TTAMA Committee. Like 
many other proposals in the equipment 
line, solutions can not be obtained with- 
out real effort and usually considerable 
time. 

“Our carriers have told the manufac- 
turers of the need for more adequate 
protection of tractor wiring from acci- 
dental damage and the elements . 
Our staff engineer is meeting with the 
A.M.A. people in Detroit to make further 
progress on this very serious problem 
of tractor wiring.” 


Railroads Have Monopoly 
Only If Trucks Spurn Rates, 


Canadian Executive Asserts 


The apparent “monopoly” of the 
railroads “on certain classes of traf- 
fic” existed only because the rates 


- charged on the commodities were 


unattractive to the trucker, N. R. 
Crump, vice-president of the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway, said in an 
address before the Transportation 
and Customs Bureau of the Van- 


couver (B.C.) Board of Trade on 
November 19. 


Mr. Crump said the railroads “should 
be free to produce and price their serv- 
ices in accordance with the realities of 
the situation.” 


In discussing the absence of truck 
competition on certain important types 
of traffic Mr. Crump said: 


“TI am not aware of any commodity 
that the trucks cannot handle, at a 
price. After all, the main difference from 
a physical standpoint between a rail- 
way freight car and a highway trailer 
is that one moves on steel and the other 
moves on rubber. It’s true that the rail- 
way freight car is usually bigger, but 
the highway trailer is growing up—fast. 
The railways appear to have a monopoly 
on certain class of traffic only because 
the rates charged on those particular 
commodities are unattractive to the 
trucker.” 


Reasonable Return Needed 


In discussing the need of new cap- 
ital to finance improvements, Mr. Crump 
said: 

“New capital cannot be obtained in 
the amounts required unless the railway 
business as a whole is profitable, yield- 
ing a reasonably attractive return on 
investment. I am convinced that given 
sufficient freedom the railways can earn 
a return on investment that will attract 
the capital needed to take advantage 
of—and give the county the benefits o:— 
the most efficient and economical tra‘1s- 
portation facilities. 


Statutory Rates on Grain 

“No discussion of the transportat on 
problem in Canada is completely can: id 
or entirely realistic without mention 0! 
the statutory rates on grain—the 0°- 
called Crowsnest grain rates. In 1 53 
one-third of our freight traffic mo:°d 
under these rates which, as you kn Vv, 
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are fixed by Parliament. These rates 
are at the same level as they were in 
1899 and they apply on all grain and 
grain products moving from the Prairie 
provinces east to the Lakehead and west 
to the Pacific Coast for export. 


“Now it takes nearly $4 today to buy 
what $1 would buy in 1899. That is the 
measure of inflation which has occurred 
since that time. 


“Consequently in terms of real pur- 
chasing power, or expressed in dollars of 
uniform value, these grain rates are not 
much more than one quarter what they 
were in 1899. These rates yield one-half 
cent per ton-mile.. In contrast, United 
States rail rates on grain moving com- 
parable distances are about three times 
the level of those in western Canada. 
In 1953, the average revenue for the 
Canadian Pacific on all freight traffic, 
other than grain and grain products 
which moved on statutory rates, was 1.8 
cents per ton-mile. In other words, the 
statutory grain rates were only about 
27 per cent of the average level of all 
other rates.... 


“There is a limit on the extent to 
which the rates on high valued com- 
modities can be raised to compensate 
for the abnormally low rates on grain. 


“The unremunerative fixed rates on 
western grain are a major problem for 
Canadian railways. However . . . Cana- 
dian Pacific recognizes the problems 
faced by western Canadian agriculture. 
The grain must be transported long dis- 
tances to the consuming centers and at 
present the surpluses in Canada and 
other exporting countries increase the 
marketing problem. : 

“In light of these facts, I realize that 
it would be difficult for the farmer to 
pay the railways just compensation for 
the transportation of his crop. What is 
required is a method—and I am con- 


vinced one can be evolved—whereby the - 


railways would receive just and reason- 
able rates for the transportation of West- 
ern grain without increasing the trans- 
porta*ion cost to the grower.” 


Diezelization Cited 


In discussing imvrovements made by 
the railroads, Mr. Crump said: 

“It can, I-believe, fairly be said that 
in no other large industry has such a 
transformation occurred in so short a 
period as is represented by dieselization 
of motive power on the railways of this 
continent. The Canadian Pacific is well 
on its way toward complete dieselization 
of its Pacific region in both freight and 
passenger service.” 

Speaking of improvements in the Van- 
couver area, Mr. Crump said: 

Of particular local interest, in a few 
onths we will have in operation be- 
‘een Vancouver and Nanaimo a self- 
ropelled train ferry with specially de- 
izned shore facilities at both points 
rmitting connections to be made under 
| tide conditions, thus enabling the 
peration of a regular dependable fast 
reight schedule between the mainland 

{ the island. Besides carrying rail- 

y Cars this vessel, to be named ‘Prin- 
Ss of Vancouver,’ is being equipped to 

idle trucks and automobiles and it 

| have ample regular accommodation 
passengers.” 


Referring to competition as being taken 

granted as a controlling factor in 
e free enterprise economy, Mr. Crump 
da: 


‘What I say is this: that we must 


recognize competition as a fact in the 
transportation industry and accept it 
as the main regulator of the transpor- 
tation industry in the same way that 
we accept competition as the main 
regulator of all other businesses where 
competition exists. If we recognize the 
fact, we should accept the logical con- 
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sequence which is that the railways 
should be free to produce and price their 
services in accordance with the realities 
of the situation.” 


Central Western Shippers Board Examines 
Many Aspects of Loss and Damage Problem 


Hears Suggestion for Nationwide Operation of ‘Perfect Shipping 
Progress’ Train. Told Rail Loss and Damage Claims Decreased 
In First Seven Months. ‘Bad Order’ Car Situation Discussed. 


Year-around operation of a “Per- 
fect Shipping Progress’ Train,” 
through the territories of all the 13 
regional shippers’ advisory boards, 
with all railroads in the country 
sharing the expense, was advocated 
by Lloyd C. Dell, chairman of the 
freight loss and damage committee 
of the Central Western Shippers Ad- 
visory Board, at the board’s seven- 
tieth regular meeting, held recently 
in the Lincoln hotel at Lincoln, Neb. 


Mr. Dell, who is general traffic man- 
ager of the Fairmont Creamery Co., 
Omaha, Neb., referred to the “Perfect 
Shipping Progress Train” that was shown 
last spring in the Central Western board’s 
territory by the Union Pacific (T.W., 
April 24, p. 35). 

“Of course,” he said, “no one can tell 
accurately what effect the train had on 
better and safer shipping, but I feel that 
this train with its wealth of ideas did 
influence everyone who viewed it. I also 
think this was our outstanding achieve- 
ment during 1954. 

“Now let us look into 1955. If it were 
possible I would like to see a repetition 
of the Perfect Shipping Progress Train, 
but this time on a national scale, oper- 
ating throughout a'l 13 boards the year 
around, with all railroads in the country 
sharing the expense. I know that a 
project like this would take considerable 
planning and cooperation, but I am sure 
that the results would be well worth the 
effort and expense of operation. 


“We should resolve to review and re- 
new, again and again, the Golden Rule 
of shipping—‘Do unto the shipments of 
others as you would have others do 
unto yours.’” 


Claims Payments Down 


J. A. MacLellan, special representative 
of the freight loss and damage section 
of the Association of American Rail- 
roads, reported that claims had de- 
creased 10.8 per cent and claim payments 
were down 4.5 per cent in the first seven 
months of 1954 as compared with the 
same 1953 period. He outlined some 
plans for the April Perfect Shipping 
Campaign for 1955, indicating that pack- 
ing and packaging demonstrations and 
displays would be included in “perfect 
shipping” programs. He said the rail- 
roads were “alive” to the problem of 
rough handling of freight and were tak- 
ing action to. improve the situation. He 
urged receivers of rail shipments to co- 


operate in claim prevention activities by 
filling out properly the consignee dam- 
age report form that the National Asso- 
ciation of Shippers Advisory Boards re- 
cently approved. 

L. J. Grinnell, as chairman of the rail- 
road subcommittee of the board’s freight 
loss and damage committee, reported 
that the railroads, through their freight 
service inspectors, were checking train 
handling, terminal switching and freight 
house operations to reduce rough han- 
dling of freight and were using films in 
an effective visual education program to 
impress on their operating employes how 
they could help to reduce freight loss 
and damage. 

Chairman W. J. Winker, of the board’s 
L.C.L. committee, said in the course of 
his report that shippers who attended the 
N.A.S.A.B. meeting in Louisville were 
somewhat disappointed that the rail- 
roads L.C.L. research committee had 
“nothing definite to offer” at that meet- 
ing. He advised the railroads to develop 
a solution to “the L.C.L. problem” speed- 
ily if they wanted to see the L.C.L. busi- 
ness returned to them. 

The railroad subcommittee chairman 
of the L.C.L. committee, C. R. Griffin, 
reported that the A.A.R. investigation of 
L.C.L. service, on Class I. railroads, cov- 
ered 845 stations on 76 railroads. He 
said that in a two weeks’ test period, 
over 112,000 cars of L.C.L. freight had 
been unloaded and more than 136,000 
cars and 18,000 line-haul trucks had 
been loaded at the 845 stations and 
transfer points. The average load was 
4.9 tons a car, he said, adding that this 
confirmed a belief that the railroads did 
maintain their merchandise car sched- 
ules despite a nationwide decline of 16 
per cent in their freight traffic. However, 
he said, in the territory of the Central 
Western board the decline had been only 
3 per cent. 

Homer Hill, director of the A.A.R. 
less-carload research committee, made 
the following statements in the course 
of a report he made concerning the 
activities of his committee: 


“Everything we have put together... 
would indicate that better performance 
can be obtained by extended hours of 
operation. We are still prosecuting our 
job and we haven’t forgotten the sub- 
stitution service for the truck or peddler 
way car.” 


Rail-Trailer Trial Shipment 
One shipper reported, in the course ot 
the board meeting, that a recent trial 


shipment made by his organization by 
use of rail-trailer service, from a point 
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Turkeys or cranberries ...cement blocks or ladies’ 
frocks—whatever you have to ship—big or small, 
short or tall, fragile or rugged—you ship it fast 

and you ship it sure when 
you SHIP IT ON THE FRISCO! 





Southeast and Southwest—to, from and through nine 
great states, powerful Frisco diesels speed your ship- 
ments to destination safely, surely ...on time! 


Your freight arrives when you want it... reaches its 












destination when it’s expected! 





Call your FRISCO Traffic Representative for that next 
shipment Southeast or Southwest—he'll show you 
why it’s best to Ship If On the FRISCO! 


5,000 MILES SERVING: 


Missouri Oklahoma Mississippi 
Kansas Texas Alabama 
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in the Central Western board’s area to 
the west coast; encouraging results, in 
that the delievry time was faster and the 
service better than by highway transport 
presently used. Others expressed the 
view: ‘that industries had a definite need 
for this type of service and would be 
anxious to “give it a try” if and when it 
became available to them. 

J. C. Fullmer, general superintendent 
of transportation of the Chicago & North 
Western system, stated that his railroad 
had established a “piggyback” bureau to 
solicit traffic and provide information on 
service and rates. 

There was discussion as to the time 
within which railroads should notify 
shipvers of the setting out of “bad or- 
der” cars en route, and there appeared 
to be agreement that 24-hour “set-out” 
notices should be dispatched on all “bad- 
order” cars if such notices were to be 
of full value to the shipper-receiver. 
Some shipvers stated that they did not 
receive such reports and inquired wheth- 
er it was necessary to make special re- 
auests for this service. Railroad repre- 
sentatives stated that some railroads 
furnished this information without spe- 
cific request, while others gave “bad 
order” car reports only on request, and 
that it would be advisable for the indi- 
vidual shipper or receiver to request such 
notices from the carriers. 


Loading and Efficiency 


Relationship of heavier loading to the 
freight car efficiency program was an- 
other subject of discussion. L. A. Dick- 
son, district manager of the A.A.R. car 
service division, reported a recent in- 
stance in which, he said, adoption of a 
heavier loading schedule by an Omaha 
shipper had resulted in the protection 
of volume movement to distant points 
with 53 less cars than would have been 
required if the earlier and lighter aver- 
age load plan had been followed. This 
action, he said, had the effect of adding 
the equivalent of 53 cars to the available 
car supply. 

Howard Hosek, chairman of the 
board’s car efficiency committee, gave a 
report on a questionnaire that had been 
mailed to the board members, in which 
they were asked to state whether they 
were receiving reports of “bad order” 
cars, what they thought about line-haul 
service, whether they had experienced 
any car shortages, whether they were 
receiving dirty cars for loading, and 
whether rail service as a whole was 
“better, worse, or improved.” 


Other Reports 


In the report of the legislative com- 
mittee, presented by its chairman, C. A. 
Ross, so-called “time lag” legislation 
and proposed legislation to permit rail- 
roads to operate trucks in interstate 
commerce between points on their own 
lines, to meet competition and provide 
efficient transportation service, were dis- 
cussed extensively. Some opposition was 
expressed to broadening the scope of the 
so-called “agricultural exemption clause” 
in section 203(b)(6) of the interstate 
commerce act. 

R. E. Clark, manager, closed car sec- 
tion, A.A.R., reported on the national 
transportation situation. His report in- 
cluded the following: 


“Operating conditions in every respect 
are normal, including all the large termi- 
nals and ports. It can safely be reported 








that the only “fly in the ointment’ in 
the entire railroad industry is the de- 
clining carloadings and only a reason- 
able increase in the loadings of coal, 
iron ore and coke would go a long way 
toward correcting this problem. While 
the total loadings of revenue freight 
for the first ten months this year were 
13.4 per cent under last year, the rail- 
roads serving the Central Western 
board’s territory loaded only 7.8 per cent 
fewer cars than last year. In fact, the 
decrease in this area is the smallest of 
any of the eight regional districts em- 
bracing the entire country.” 

“Guest speaker at the meeting was 
D. B. Jenks, executive vice-president of 
the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Paci- 
fic Railroad Co. (T.W., Nov. 20, p. 34). 

It was announced that the next meet- 
ing of the board, its annual meeting, 
would be held in the Alamo hotel, 
Colorado Springs, Colo., on May 16, 17 
and 18. 

Present at the Lincoln meeting were 
197 persons, including 133 representa- 
tives of railroads. 


Macklin Is New Secretary 
Of Air Traffic Conference 


Earl D. Johnson, president of the Air 
Transport Association of America, has 
announced appointment of Frank J. 
Macklin as execu- 
tive secretary of the 
Air Traffic Confer- 
ence of America. 


Mr. Macklin is 
assistant vice-presi- 
dent—traffic of the 
Air Transport As- 
sociation and is di- 
rector of its mil- 
itary bureau. He 
began his career in 
the air transporta- 





; tion industry in 
F. J. Macklin 1920 as_. district 
traffic agent for 


Continental Airways. Later he worked 
for Transcontinental & Western Air, 
Inc. (now known as Trans World Air- 
lines) and for Eastern Air Lines. In 
World War II he was liaison officer be- 
tween the scheduled airlines and the 
Air Transport Command. He became a 
member of the Air Transport Associa- 
tion staff in 1945, as administrative as- 
sistant to the vice-president. 





R.B.A. Dinner Guests Get 
Advice From TV ‘Doodler’ 


The Railway Business Association, at 
its forty-sixth annual dinner in the Wal- 
dorf-Astoria Hotel, New York City, No- 
vember 18, received advice on its public 
relations problems from Roger Price, 
well-known “doodler” of the television 
screen. 

Norman C. Naylor, chairman, Union 
Asbestos and Rubber Co., and chairman 
of the R.B.A.’s executive committee, pre- 
sided. 


William T. Faricy, president of the 
Association of American Railroads, ad- 
dressed the dinner group briefly, thank- 
ing the R.B.A. for what it had done and 
would do in the future for the railroad 
industry. 


George Frank, of Cleve’and, president 
of the Railroad Public Relations Associa- 
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tion, had charge of the after-di ine; 
arrangements, which brought fF oge 
Price’s “doodling,” and, with the a.4 of 
two assistants, a humorous demon -tra- 
tion of a senator avoiding a direct cues- 
tion, and of the average housev ife’s 
ideas about the railroads. Surprisingly, 
Mr. Price concluded with a seriou; bit 
of advice to the effect that the industry 
would have to “reexamine some of the 
traditional methods you have been using, 
because you are not getting action. 





N.Y.C. President Says New 
Through Freight Service 
May Be ‘Piggy-Back’ Answer 


A new through freight service from 
Chicago to New York, made avail- 
able to shippers, by the New York 
Central Railroad, “may prove to be 
the Central’s answer to piggy-back,” 
according to Alfred E. Perlman, pres- 
ident of the railroad. 

“When we can better the service of 
the trucks and properly price our prod- 
uct, the railroads need fear no deteri- 
oration of their dominant position as 
the principal medium of mass transpor- 
tation in America,” he added. 

“The new train brings meat, vege- 
tables, other foodstuffs and _ general 
freight into New York City on a regular 
schedule for pre-dawn, second-morning 
delivery. This cuts 24 hours off the fast- 
est previous delivery time to receivers by 
the Central.” 

The train was now designated by a 
time-card symbol “NY-4,” it was said, 
and that the railroad planned to select 
a permanent name for the train through 
a contest among its employes. 

“This is the first of a number of steps 
planned to speed up the Central’s freight 
service and to make it the best avail- 
able,” Mr. Perlman said. 

With this new service, he said, the 
Central now was taking additional ad- 
vantage of its unique position as the 
only railroad having freight tracks enter- 
ing Manhattan Island. 

After the initial run was made with 
forty freight cars, traffic demands boosted 
the size of the train to an 80-car length, 
the railroad reported, adding: 

“‘NY-4 is assembled in the Blue 
Island, Ill., yard of the New York Cen- 
tral’s affiliated Indiana Harbor Belt Rail- 
road in the Chicago area, from which 
the diesel-powered train starts its east- 
ward run at 10 p.m. The train stops only 
for changes of crews at division points, 
and for icing of its refrigerator cars at 
Wayneport, N.Y. 

“At Spuyten Duyvil, just north of Man- 
hattan Island, cars are cut out for 
switching to freight stations in the Bronx. 
The train then rolls down to the Cen- 
tral’s freight terminals on the west side 
of Manhattan for a scheduled 4 a.m. 
arrival. 

“But early runs have been ahead of 
schedule. On the initial trip, ‘NY-4’ pu!ied 
into its Manhattan yard just 23 hours, 
14 minutes after leaving Blue Island 
with its load of meat, celery, onions, ot \er 
foodstuffs, automobiles, merchandise «nd 
other carloads of general freight.” 


‘Motor Truck Facts’ Booklet 


The 1954 edition of “Motor Trick 
Facts” has credited truck transportat °n 
with creating employment for a reccrd 
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g.6 million persons, as truck mileage to- 
taled 102.5 billion, in the last year. 


Published by the Automobile Manufac- 
turers Association, the 56-page booklet 
contained figures showing, among other 
things, that the estimated total of com- 
mercial motor vehicles in the nation is 
10 million, double the number in opera- 
tion at the end of World War II. In 
intercity travel, trucks compiled a rec- 
ord of 184 billion ton-miles, the A.M.A. 
reported. 

“Truck taxes of nearly $1.7 billion in 
1953 were greater than the combined 
total paid by all vehicles in 1939 and 
earlier,” the A.M.A. said. 


As an indication of the market for new 
trucks, the booklet showed that more 
than one of every five trucks in use was 
built before World War II. 


Fourth-Section ‘Piggyback’ 
Relief Need Clarified 


The explanation of the need for 
fourth-section relief in connection with 
the plan of the Pennsylvania Railroad 
to enter into agreements with motor 
common carriers for the transportation 
of the motor carriers’ trailers on flat cars 
between Chicago, on the one hand, and 
New York and Philadelphia, on the other, 
published on page 18 of the November 
20 issue of TRAFFIC WORLD, requires clar- 
ification because of an omission in the 
explanation as printed. 


Fourth-section relief would be needed, 
according to a source familiar with the 
proposed operation, in the following sit- 
uation: A motor carrier at New York 
might have a trailer-load destined to an 
intermediate point between New York 
and Chicago. The motor carrier might 
find it more economical to have the rail- 
road haul the trailer on a flat car to 
Chicago, and then to drive the trailer in 
back-haul to the intermediate point. The 
rate to the intermediate point would be 
charged, but the rate to Chicago would 
be higher. In the total haul, the dis- 
tance to Chicago would be less than the 
distance to Chicago and back to the in- 
termediate point. Hence, it was ex- 
plained, there would be a fourth-section 
departure because the higher rate to 
Chicago would be for a distance less than 
that charged for the entire haul to Chi- 
cago and back to the intermediate point, 
since the lower rate to the intermediate 
point would be paid by the shipper. 





Transportation Tax Applies 


Te Travel of Congressmen 


The Internal Revenue Service has held 
the transportation tax applicable to 
amounts paid by members of Congress 
fo. travel on a mileage allowance basis 
at ‘he beginning or end of a session of 
Co.\gress, and to travel on official busi- 
ne: s during a session unless where trans- 
pc cation was furnished on so-called 
g- ernment transportation requests. 

1 Revenue Ruling 54-540, reported 
lr he Internal Revenue Bulletin of No- 
ve nber 22, the service said: 


Pursuant to the amendment of sec- 
tn 3469(f) (1) of the Code by section 
S| Of the revenue act of 1943, C.B. 1944, 

, at page 788, amounts paid on or 

‘r June 1, 1944, for the transportation 
© persons or for seating or sleeping 
« commodations in connection therewith 





are no longer exempt by reason of the 
fact that such transportation is furn- 
ished to the United States, or paid for 
by a person who is entitled to receive 
reimbursement from the United States. 
However, pursuant to the provisions of 
section 307(c) of the revenue act of 
1943, as amended by section 303 of the 
revenue act of 1945, C.B. 1945, 546, at 
page 563, the Secretary of the Treasury 
has continued the exemption as to any 
payment for the transportation of per- 
sons furnished to the United States upon 
a United States government transporta- 
tion request. (See authorization of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, dated June 
20, 1947, C.B. 1947-2, 211 and Mim. 6194, 
C.B. 1947-2, 210.) 

“In view of the foregoing, the tax 
applies to amounts paid by members of 
Congress for transportation on a mileage 
allowance basis at the beginning or at 
the end of a session of Congress. The 
tax also applies to amounts paid by 
members of Congress for travel on offi- 
cial business during a session of Con- 
gress, unless such transportation is furn- 
ished on United States government 
transportation requests.” 





Railroads Extend Reduced 


Furlough Fares for Year 


Reduced furlough fares on the nation’s 
railroads for military personnel travel- 
ing in uniform at their own expense 
were being extended to January 31, 1956, 
Earl B. Padrick, chairman of the Inter- 
territorial Military Committee, which 
represents all railroads in the east, south 
and west, announced on November 23. 
The reduction in furlough fares for 
members of the armed forces would have 
— on January 31, 1955, Mr. Padrick 
said. 

“This action,” he stated, “will con- 
tinue the tax-exempt round-trip fares, 
good in coaches only, for military per- 
sonnel on furlough at the rate of 2.025 
cents a mile or less, which results in a 
saving of up to one cent a mile, and in- 
cludes regular stopover and baggage 
privileges.” 





State Highway Safety Gift 
Held Deductible Contribution 


The Internal Revenue Service has 
ruled, in Revenue Ruling 54- 532, re- 
ported in the Internal Revenue Bulletin 
of November 22, that amounts paid to 
a state department of highway safety 
for use in developing a highway safety 
program constitute allowable deductions 
for federal income tax purposes to the ex- 
tent provided in the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1939, with respect to individuals 
and corporations. 

“The program for highway safety set 
up under a state department of highway 
safety and directed by the Governor’s 
Traffic Safety Committee is supported by 
various industries and individuals,” the 
Internal Revenue Service said. “Safety 
themes are emphasized by displaying 
posters on billboards, by distributing cir- 
culars and brochures and by exhibiting 
short safety films. The cost of station- 
ery, printing, rental of billboards and 
services of an advertising company, etc. 
are paid by industrial corporations and 
individuals interested in assisting and 
developing a sound highway safety 
program. 
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“Section 23(0) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1939 applicable to an individual 
and section 23(q) applicable to a corpor- 
ation provide that in computing net in- 
come deductions (subject to the limita- 
tions prescribed in those sections) shall 
be allowed for contributions which are 
made within the taxable year, to or for 
the use of the United States, any State 
or any political subdivision thereof, for 
exclusively public purposes. 

“Tt is held that the payment by an in- 
dividual or a corporation for any ma- 
terial used by the state department of 
highway safety or the Governor’s Traffic 
Safety Committee in connection with the 
traffic safety program is a contribution 
to or for the use of the state and such 
payment is allowable as a deduction for 
federal income tax purposes under sec- 
tions 23(0) or 23(q) of the Code.” 





Pullman Co. Adopts Tighter 


Rules on Ticket Cancellations 


The Pullman Co. has announced that 
effective December 1, it will apply “more 
stringent” rules to redemption of unused 
Pullman tickets for sleeping accommo- 
dations in the territory east of Chicago 
and St. Louis and north of Cincinnati 
and Washington. 

Under the revised rules, money paid 
for tickets for trips in that territory 
would be refunded only where the space 
reserved was released before the day of 
departure of the train for which the 
ticket was sold. To take care of “bona 
fide” trip postponements, the rule 
change authorized a “once only” ex- 
change of tickets on the day of train 
departure, but not less than one hour 
before train time, for another ticket 
good between the same or more distant 
points, for use within seven days after 
such exchange. 

Justin J: Nolan, vice-president in 
charge of passenger traffic for the com- 
pany, said that “these new rules are de- 
signed primarily to remedy the serious 
problem Pullman and the railroads have 
been experiencing because of an unduly 
large volume of late or non-cancellations 
of tickets.” He added that the situation 
was “creating much dissatisfaction and 
ill will of patrons unable to secure Pull- 
man accommodations for their trips and 
causing a serious loss of revenue to the 
industry.” 





U.S. Chamber Conference 


To Examine Highway Plan 


The Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States will hold a national con- 
ference on highway financing January 
13 and 14 in Washington, D.C., with 
about 400 highway experts from all parts 
of the country expected to participate, 
Clem D. Johnson, president, has an- 
nounced. 

Discussion will center on methods of 
financing President Eisenhower’s pro- 
posed $50 billion highway program for 
the next 10 years. 

The role of the federal government 
will be considered in detail, as to whether 
it should aid toll-road development, 
how much federal money should go into 
the interstate system, and what should 
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be the aim of the Federal air program. 

Speakers will include businessmen and 
federal, state and local officials. General 
chairman is Dechard A. Hulcy, National 
Chamber director. 





Petroleum Council to Study 
Tank Truck Transportation 


Walter S. Hallanan, chairman of the 
National Petroleum Council, announced 
on November 22, in Washington, D.C., 
that he had appointed a committee to 
study “the problem of over-the-road 
transportation (tank truck) as of the 
most recent date possible.” 

Data to be obtained by the committee, 
Mr. Hallanan said, would include: “(1) 
An estimate of the maximum increase 
of carrying capacity of the tank truck 
fleet that could be developed through 
emergency operating performance; (2) 
with respect to private carriers, an esti- 
mate of the number and capacity of 
semi-trailer tanks that could be used in 
over-the-road service.” 

According to the announcement, the 
committee was appointed in response to 
a request from H. A. Stewart, director 
of the Interior Department’s oil and gas 
division. Mr. Hallanan quoted the fol- 
lowing statement that Mr. Stewart had 
made in requesting the study: 

“There has not been a complete census 
of tank trucks used in and by the pe- 
troleum industry since the (National 
Petroleum) Council submitted its report 
of January 29, 1952. It is necessary for 
the government to keep this information 
on a reasonably current basis. More 
timely and complete information in this 
field will be of significant help to the 
oil and gas division in the analysis of 
estimated wartime problems and in sup- 
plying information and advice to other 
government agencies.” 

Mr. Hallanan said that S: F. Niness, 
of Leaman Transportation Co., Inc., 
Downingtown, Pa., would be chairman 
of the committee on tank truck trans- 
portation, and that Lee R. Cowles, of the 
Standard Oil Co. of Indiana would be 
chairman of a “census subcommittee” of 
the tank truck transport committee. 
Members of the latter, in addition to Mr. 
Niness, he said, were: 

Fayette B. Dow, of the National Pe- 
troleum Association, Washington, D.C.; 
John Harper, of the Harper Oil Co., Inc., 
Long Island City, N.Y.; B. Brewster 
Jennings, of Socony-Vacuum Oil Co., 
Inc., New York; Charles S. Jones, of 
Richfield Oil Corporation, Los Angeles; 
W. W. Keeler, chairman of the Military 
Petroleum Advisory Board and of the 
Phillips Petroleum Corporation, Bartles- 
ville, Okla., and P. C. Spencer, of Sin- 
clair Oil Corporation, New York. 


Members of the census subcommittee, 
in addition to Mr. Cowles, are: 


Andrew G. Anderson, of the Socony- 
Vacuum Oil Co., New York; Frank 
Baird-Smith, of Refiners Transport & 
Terminal Corporation, Detroit; K. W. 
Birkin, of Sinclair Refining Co., New 
York; L. A. Carlson, of Gulf Oil Cor- 
poration, Pittsburgh; A. B. Gorman, of 
Esso Standard Oil Co., New York; Don 
B. Hearin, of National Tank Truck Car- 
riers, Inc., and Hearin Tank Lines, Inc., 
Baton Rouge; H. A. McKim, of Standard 
Oil Co. of California, San Francisco; S. 





Paul Nunley, of Phillips Petroleum Co., 
Bartlesville; Matt E. Nuttila, of Cities 
Service Oil Co., New York; Frank C. 
Perry, of Atlantic Refining Co., Phila- 
delphia; C. Austin Sutherland, of Na- 
tional Tank Truck Carriers, Inc., Wash- 
ington, D.C.; G. L. Swenson, of Farmers 
Union Central Exchange, St. Paul, Minn.; 
Calvin T. Thomas, of General Petroleum 
Corporation, Los Angeles, and Charles 
H. Wager, of Shell Oil Co., New York. 





New Head of A.T.A. Speaks 
On Need for Cost Control 


“Trucking management almost literally 
needs control figures on a pad in front 
of the man taking a phoned order for 
service if operations are to be kept 
soundly in line with profitable planning,” 
said Neil J. Curry, newly elected presi- 
dent of the American Trucking Associ- 
ations, Inc., in a speech before the Los 
Angeles chapter of the A.T.A. National 
Accounting and Finance Council, No- 
vember 18, in the Alexandria hotel, Los 
Angeles. 


After describing the trucking industry 
as “a dynamic, fast-moving industry,” 
Mr. Curry, in his first major speech as 
head of the A.T.A., said that in this in- 
dustry, “in which sale, service, expen- 
diture and billing often can occur with- 
in a few hours,” costs, revenues, and 
profits were “essentially transient.” He 
said that because of its nature, the 
trucking business could not rely on later 
hedging by means of back-ordering, on 
later advice on price changes, on sub- 
stitutions of merchandise, or on certain 
other devices by which, he said, other in- 
dustries were “rescued” after they had 
made mistakes. 


“In trucking,” he added, “what we had 
to sell is long gone and over and done 
with when we find we have worked for 
nothing or, worse, at a painful loss.” 





Prosperous Era Forecast 
For Minnesota With Seaway 


A new era of prosperity could be 
brought to Minnesota by the St. Law- 
rence Seaway, James Ramsey, Jr., general 
traffic manager of the American Steel 
& Wire Division, United States Steel 
Corporation, Cleveland, said in an ad- 
dress before te Duluth-Superior Trans- 
portation Club at its annual meeting on 
November 17. 


Mr. Ramsey compared Minesota’s fu- 
ture to the days of the great land rush 
in Oklahoma in the 1880's, saying: 


“These are the Cimarron days in the 
Arrowhead country. To the north lie 
lands of great argicultural import, as 
well as great deposits of basic raw ma- 
terials, including oil, uranium and ores 
of several basic metals in combination 
with an abundance of water power. And, 
to the west lie the relatively untapped 
Williston Basin, as well as the great 
agricultural plains. At your very door 
lies the sleeping giant—taconite.” 


One of the projects that could “trig- 
ger” the movement to a new prosperity, 
he said, was the St. Lawrence Seaway. 


“Present plans call for it to go into 
operation in about five years,” he said. 
“That is a five-year period in which steps 
can be taken not only to foresee its great 
opportunities but also some of the prob- 
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lems that this vast undertaking yi) 
create. And then turn many of those -ery 
problems into advantages.” : 

In discussion of problems to be f iceg 
in the future, Mr. Ramsey declared ‘hat 
foreign countries were  underseiling 
United States manufacturers. 

“You must find the most efficient and 
most economic way of producing that 
you possibly can,” he continued, “for now. 
while your doors are open to trade with 
all the countries of the world, you are 
in like manner exposed to the competi- 
tion of their low cost production.” 

He said that every major city along the 
Great Lakes had rosy plans for the fu- 
ture as a result of the St. Lawrence 
Seaway, with many well organized and 
Ro ed their wares most attractive- 
A 


Hulse Speaks on Trucking 
Industry Public Relations 


A plea for closer liaison in public re- 
lations efforts among highway transport 
groups was made by John B. Hulse, man- 
aging director of the Truck-Trailer Man- 
ufacturers Association, in a speech before 
the District of Columbia Trucking As- 
sociation, November 17. 

“Each group with a real interest in 
highway transportation should ask itself 
this question—just how public are our 
relations?” Mr. Hulse said. 


The practice of telling “the positive 
side of the highway transport story” only 
to those in the trucking industry was 
much too prevalent, he asserted. 


“The 6,000,000 people employed in the 
highway transportation industry,” he 
said, “represent a powerful potential 
media for public relations at the com- 
munity level if only employers will take 
time and trouble to keep them informed.” 


T.A.A.. Brochure Urges 
Repeal of Excise Tax 


The Transportation Association of 
America has published a 12-page bro- 
chure setting forth arguments for repeal 
of the excise taxes on transportation. 


The T.A.A. said that “one of the most 
constructive things that the Eighty- 
fourth Congress can do is to repeal the 
excise taxes on transportation of per- 
sons and property.” 


The “transportation tax” should be 
repealed, the T.A.A. said, for the fol- 
lowing reasons, among others: It is 4 
tax on a necessity, not a luxury; it is 
a tax on the flow of commerce, not 4 
tax on goods; it pyramids the cost of 
living by adding to _ transportation 
costs at successive stages of manutfac- 
turing, marketing, and distribution; it 
increases the burden on users who can 
least afford it in a competitive market; 
it discriminates against for-hire trans- 
portation in competition with private 
transportation; it favors travel in .0r- 
eign countries as opposed to trave in 
the U.S.; it undermines the for- ire 
transportation industry—“the life~ .ne 
of our economy.” 





S.M.C.A. Docket in ‘Bulletin’ 


A docket of the Specialized M- “I 
Carriers Association, of ‘Austin, Tex 45 
being published for the first time in A¢ 
November 27 issue of Traffic Bulleti’ 
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Commissioner Discusses 
Right of Carrier to Raise 


Issue of Discrimination 


Commissioner Alldredge, in a dis- 
senting-in-part opinion in a Com- 
mission proceeding involving freight 
forwarder tariff provisions, asks the 
question whether a carrier has the 
right by complaint before the Com- 
mission to raise an issue of discrim- 
ination among interstate shippers 
created by the rates, rules, regula- 
tions or practices of another carrier 
or carriers. He answers the questions 
by saying he does not think so. 


The opinion was attached to a report 
and order of the Commission division 2, 
in No. 31480, Clipper Carloading Co., 
Inc. v. Acme Fast Freight, Inc., et al., 
in which freight forwarder tariff pro- 
visions governing the distribution of 
freight in pool cars was found unjust 
and unreasonable (T.W., Nov. 20, p. 17). 


In his opinion Commissioner Alldredge 
referred to section 3(1) of the interstate 
commerce act which prohibits undue or 
unreasonable preference or advantage 
on the part of common carriers and to 
section 404(b), forbidding such prefer- 
ence or advantage brought about by 
freight forwarders. 


Division 2, in its decision, found it 
unnecessary to consider the complain- 
ant’s allegations under section 404(b). 


“T have no quarrel with the end results 
of the majority decision, but it has failed 
squarely to meet one of the important 
issues in this proceeding,” Mr. Alldredge 
Said. 


“This issue lies in the realm of adjec- 


tive law. It concerns specifically the 
right of a carrier, by complaint before 
the Commission, to invoke against an- 
other carrier (a freight forwarder now 
being classified as a common carrier), in 


behalf of shippers, section 404(b) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. I had thought 
that the Commission’s decision in Denver 
& R. G. W. R. Co. v. Union Pacific R. 
Co. 287 I.C.C. 611 (619), had closed the 
door against a carrier’s pleading such 
& »rovision (in that case section 3(1) of 
the act), either in its own behalf or in 
be alf of shippers, against another 
co rier; but the majority has not seen 
fi definitely and positively to follow 
th ¢ precedent here. An important ques- 
ta in this proceeding is thus left un- 
c° vided. 
© ission. 


't has long been recognized that sec- 

3(1) was incorporated in the act 
ly to protect the shipping public and 
* communities served by the carriers. 
carrier’s own protection against dis- 
‘nination created by the action of other 
riers was included in another provi- 


This I regard as a _ serious 


ie ne 
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Decisions 


sion of section 3—at first, paragraph (3), 
later changed to paragraph (4). Counter- 
parts of paragraph (1) of section 3 are 
to be found in all of the other parts of 
the act. The one which we are here 
considering is paragraph (b) of section 
404.” 


After a discussion of court decisions 
Mr. Alldredge said the law seemed at 
one time to be settled that a carrier could 
not complain of discrimination among 
shippers so far as intrastate rates were 
concerned. By later affirmative legisla- 
tion, however, he said, carriers “can now 
call into play, on their own behalf or on 
behalf of interstate shippers, the inhibi- 
tions of section 3(1) when intrastate 
rates are alleged to offend the federal 
laws.” 


“Congress, however,” he continued, 
“has not given motor carriers, water car- 
riers, or freight forwarders similar rights 
to challenge intrastate rates. In fact, in 
1940, in enacting additional amendatory 
legislation a proviso was added to sec- 
tions 3(1), 216(d) and 305(c), and in 
1942 to 404(b), which states that these 
paragraphs shall not be construed to ap- 
ply to discrimination, prejudice or disad- 
vantage to the traffic of any other car- 
rier of whatever description. 


“The foregoing proviso put into ex- 
press language the previous interpreta- 
tion given to the forerunner of all of 
these provisions, namely, the original 
version of section 3(1), and it leaves no 
room for doubt that a carrier cannot 
claim the protection of this antidiscrim- 
ination law in its own behalf or for its 
own benefit. The majority decision here, 
as I construe it, does not disagree with 
that view. 


“But does a carrier still have the right 
by complaint before the Commission to 
raise an issue of discrimination among 
interstate shippers created by the rates, 
rules, regulation or practices of another 
carrier or carriers? I do not think so. 
To sanction a rule of law or system of 
pleading leading to such a result would 
leave the door open for abuses which 
ought to be prevented. Harassment of 
adverse parties would be too easy to 
accomplish under such conditions. The 
carrier possesses no attributes of sover- 
eignty in this connection; it does not 
stand in the relation of parens patriae 
to shippers, and it cannot be regarded as 
their agent. It ought not, therefore, to 
be heard to complain or to petition for 
relief against another carrier in their be- 
half. That prerogative should be left 
to the judgment and discretion of the 
shippers themselves, or to the authorized 
representatives of sections, regions, and 
places that may feel aggrieved as the 
result of carrier action or inaction.” 





See Late News, pages 19, 20, 
21 and 22, for other I.C.C. action. 





Pipeline Property Values 


Fixed in Several Cases 


The Commission, division 2, by reports 
and orders in valuation proceedings in 
which no protests have been filed, has 
determined the final values for rate- 
making purposes of pipeline properties 
owned and used for common carrier 
purposes, as of December 31, 1952, as 
follows: 

Valuation No. 1288 (1952 Report), 
Tidal Pipe Line Co., $1,710,800; Valu- 
ation No. 1291 (1952 Report), Ashland 
Pipe Line Co., $54,500; Valuation No. 
1294 (1952 Report), Pan American Pipe 
Line Co., $13,214,000; Valuation No. 1304 
(1952 Report), The Toronto Pipe Line 
Co., $1,827,600; Valuation No. 1325 (1952 
Report), Interstate Oil Pipe Line Co., 
$51,401,000; Valuation No. 1332 (1952 Re- 
port), Bradford Transit Co., $1,191,000; 
Valuation No. 1343 (1952 Report). Plan- 
tation Pipe Line Co., $69,519,000; Valua- 
tion No. 1352 (1952 Report), The Crown 
Central Pipe Line and Transportation 
Corporation, $538,000; Vaiuation No. 1356 
(1952 Report), Tri-State Refining Co., 
$158,500; and Valuation No. 1357, Michi- 
gan-Ohio Pipeline Corporation, $2,357,- 
000. 

By notices in valuation proceedings 
in which no protests have been filed, the 
Commission, has announced that pre- 
viously determined valuations have been 
made final in Valuation No. 1300 (1953 
Report), The Texas-Empire Pipe Line 
Co. (property owned and used as of 
December 31, 1953—$35,888,000), and in 
Valuation No. 1313 (1953 Report), Bell 
Oil and Gas Co., Pipe Line Department 
(property owned and used as of Decem- 
ber 31, 1953—$663,800). : 

The Commission, division 2, by a re- 
port and order in Valuation No. 1334 
(1953 Report), Humble Pipe Line Co., 
has determined the value for rate-mak- 
ing purposes of the property of the 
company owned and used for common 
carrier purposes to be $114,315,900 as 
of December 31, 1953. It said any pro- 
tests to the valuation were to be filed 
with the Commission by December 27. 


Santa Fe Accident Report 


A Santa Fe passenger train derail- 
ment near Orwood, Calif., on September 
22, which resulted in the injury of a 
number of persons, was caused by a 
broken axle, according to report No. 3594 
of the Commission, by Commissioner 
Clarke. The report said 40 passenger, 
18 dining car employes, and one train- 
service employe were injured. 


RAILROAD ABANDONMENTS 


Burlington 


By an application in Finance No. 
18751, the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
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Railroad asks authority to abandon op- 
erations over three branch lines of rail- 
road in Nebraska. The company said 
that because of changes in train service 
made to promote operating efficiency and 
economy, each terminal was now served 
by a stub operation and that there was 
no longer any need for train movements 
over the segments involved. The lines 
involved are (a) between Lushton and 
McCool Junction, a distance of 7.20 miles, 
(b) between Hildreth and Holdrege, a 
distance of 17.60 miles, and (c) between 
Nemaha and Auburn, a distance of 
9.81 miles. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


An asterisk before the docket number 
means that the report will not be printed 


in full in the permanent series of Com- 
mission reports. Mimeographed copies of 
such reports in full may be obtained by 
prompt application to the Commission. 





Folding Doors 


No. 31339, New Castle Products v. New 
York Central Railroad Co., et al. By di- 
vision 3. Complaint dismissed on find- 
ing applicable, and not shown unjust or 
unreasonable, a rate of $4.67 a 100 
pounds, minimum 40,000 pounds, collect- 
ed on a carload of folding doors shipped 
from New Castle, Ind., to Seattle, Wash., 
on February 26, composed of the Class 
R-26 rate (55 per cent of first class), of 
67 cents from New Castle to Danville, 
Ill., and an all-freight rate of $4 from 
Danville to destination. The Commis- 
sion said that the issue of applicability 
presented was whether a commodity rate 
of $3.44, originally collected on the ship- 
ment, was applicable or whether the 
combination rate as charged applied. It 
said that no commodity or exceptions 
rate having been in effect on this com- 
modity at the time of movement, the 
combination rate was applicable. The 
Commission said further than the com- 
plainant had given it no information as 
to the value, density, or other transpor- 
tation characteristics of its doors, and no 
comparisons with the rates on other 
commodities were made. In these cir- 
cumstances, it said, the record would not 
support a finding of unreasonableness. 


Soybeans 


I. and S. No. 6166, Soybeans from Pen- 
sacola, Fla., to New Orleans, La., for 
Export, embracing Fourth Section Appli- 
cation No. 28615. Schedules naming a 
rate of 24.5 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 
weight the marked capacity of the car 
but not less than 80,000 pounds, on soy- 
beans, from Pensacola, Fla., to New Or- 
leans, La., for export, and only when 
handled through port elevators, ordered 
canceled on or before December 20, on 
not less than one day’s notice, without 
prejudice to the establishment of the 
same rate found just and reasonable 
without fourth section authority. Sus- 
pension proceeding discontinued. The 
Commission said that the rate was pro- 
posed in schedules filed to become effec- 
tive December 9, 1953, by certain rail 
lines, in leu of a rate of 47.04 cents. On 
protest of certain water carriers, oper- 
ation of the schedules was suspended to 
and including July 8, when they were 
voluntarily postponed until November 9, 





the Commission said. At the same time 
the schedules were filed, the Commission 
said, the carriers also asked for fourth 
section relief in applying the proposed 
rate over a circuitous route without dis- 
turbing higher rates from intermediate 
origins. The Commission said that the 
proposed rate was just and reasonable 
for application over the direct route of 
the Louisville & Nashville Railroad, and 
that it would be reasonably compensa- 
tory over the indirect route of the St. 
Louis-San Francisco Railway to Bol‘gee, 
Ala., the Alabama Great Southern to 
Meridian, Miss., and the New Orleans & 
Northeastern beyond. However, it said, 
a@ special case had not been presented 
which warranted granting the fourth 
section relief. The Commission ordered 
the schedules canceled without prejudice 
to the filing of new schedules establish- 
ing the proposed rate over the route of 
the L. & N., as well as over the described 
indirect route without fourth section re- 
lief. The Commission said the stated 
purpose of the adjustment was to enable 
the railroads to meet barge line and 
motor carrier competition, and also to 
enable a Pensacola shipper to meet com- 
petition of shippers in nearby states who 
ship soybeans to New Orleans for ex- 
port at rates generally on a relatively 
lower level than the proposed rate. 


Defective Pipe 


No. 31402, Delta Tank Manufacturing 
Co., Inc., v. Louisiana & Arkansas Rail- 
way Co. et al. By division 3. Com- 
plaint dismissed on finding not shown 
to have been unlawful a rate of 64 cents 
a 100 pounds charged on 51 shipments of 
scrap or substandard pipe, in carloads, 
from Houston, Tex., to Baton Rouge, La., 
on and between November 24, 1951, and 
February 11, 1952. The Commission said 
that complainant cited Prairie Pipe Line 
Co. v. Arkansas W. Ry. Co. (194 I.C.C. 103, 
195 1.C.C. 486, and 213 I.C.C. 625), to sup- 
port its position that the pipe shipped 
should have taken a rate the same as 
on tank material. In that proceeding, 
the Commission said, bases of 35 and 38 
per cent of first class for single-line and 
joint-line hauls, respectively, were pre- 
scribed for application in the southwest 
on shipments of new and second-hand 
iron and steel pipe, casing, iron and steel 
tanks, and tank materials, in straight or 
mixed carloads. The instant rate assailed 
of 64 cents was 27.5 per cent of first class, 
it said, adding that in the circumstances, 
the evidence would not support a finding 


that the assailed rate was unjust or un- 
reasonable. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


An asterisk before the docket number 
means that the report will not be printed 


in full in the permanent series of motor 
carrier reports of the Commission. Mime- 
ographed copies of such reports in full 
may be obtained by prompt application 
to the Commission. 





*MC-2900, Sub. 67, Great Southern 
Trucking Co., Jacksonville, Fla., Exten- 
sion—Bartow Airfield, Fla. Applicant 
found fit, willing, and able properly to 
perform proposed services. Certificate 
denied. Over regular routes, general 
commodities, including class A and B 
explosives, but with the other usual 
exceptions, between Winter Haven, Fla., 
and Bartow, Fla., over U.S. highway 17, 
serving specified intermediate and off- 
route points. 


* MC-44932, Sub. 1, W. W. Young & 





TRAFFIC W: 


Son, Inc., Chicago, Ill, Extension- St, 
Louis, Mo., embracing Same, Sub 2 
Same, Extension—Minneapolis, Mi:in 
and Same, Sub. 3, Same, Extensi 
Racine, Wis. Permits denied. Sub. 1: 
Tin cans, Chicago to St. Louis, Mo., and 
rejected shipments on return, over ir- 
regular routes. Sub. 2: Tin cans, Chi- 
cago to Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn. 
and rejected shipments on return, over 
irregular routes. Sub. 3: Tin cans, Chi- 
eago to Racine and Milwaukee, Wis., and 
rejected shipments on return, over ir- 
regular routes. 

* MC-67308, Sub. 3, Colonial Trailways, 
Montgomery, Ala., Extension—Gulf Coast. 
Certificate granted. Passengers and 
their baggage, and express and news- 
papers, between a described point near 
Mobile, Ala., and a described point near 
Pensacola, Fla., over a described route, 
serving all intermediate points. 

* MC-105375, Sub. 6, Dahlen Transport 
Co., St. Paul, Minn., Extension—Minne- 
sota. Certificate denied. Petroleum prod- 
ucts, in bulk, from Clear Lake, Ia., to 


points in Minnesota, over irregular 
routes. 
*MC-111231, Sub. 14, Jones Truck 


Lines, Inc., Springdale, Ark., Extension— 
Hoxie, Ark.—Alternate Routes. Certifi- 
cate granted on reconsideration. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween Springfield, Mo., and Hoxie, Ark., 
over a regular route, serving no inter- 
mediate points, as an alternate route, in 
connection with regular-route operations. 

* MC-114295, Harry T. Neely and Ber- 
tha J. Neely, dba M & M Construction 
Service, New Albany, Ind., Common Car- 
rier. Certificate granted. Over ir- 
regular routes, commodities such as are 
ordinarily transported in dump trucks, 
except cement and coal, from Louisville, 
Ky., to points in Ind., and Ky., within 40 
miles of the Ohio River. 


* MC-39106, Sub. 1, Harvey Transfer 
Co., Franklin, O., Extension—Roofing 
Felt. Permit denied on reconsideration. 
Over irregular routes, specified com- 
modities, between Franklin, O., and 
points in Ky., and Ind. 


*MC-504, Sub. 12, Louis Patz, dba 
Harper Motor Lines, Elberton, Ga., Ex- 
tension — Glass Products. Certificate 
granted. (1) Canned goods, from Caro, 
Mich., to points in Ala., and Fla., (2) 
glass containers, closures for glass con- 
tainers, and corrugated boxes, knocked 
down, from Owens, W.Va., to points in 
Ala., and Ga., and from Gas City, Ind., 
to points in Ga., and Fla., and (3) glass 
blocks and materials used in their in- 
stallation and glass insulators, from 
Muncie, Ind., to points in Georgia, over 
irregular routes. 

* MC-1641, Sub. 26, Ray Peake, dba 
Peake Transport Service, Chester, Neb. 
Extension—Nebraska, embracing MC- 
107010, Sub. 5, Ralph E. Darling, <ba 
Darling Transport, Auburn, Neb., Same, 
and MC-114333, Charles D. Doher, ‘ba 
Doher Transport, Nelson, Neb., Same. 
Certificates denied. Petroleum and pe!”0- 
leum products, in bulk, in tank vehic’es, 
between points in Nebraska, or in a ¢- 


fined part of Nebraska, over irreg) 4T 
routes. 


* MC-1124, Sub. 98, Herrin Transpo’ 4- 
tion Co., Houston, Tex., Extension—A: *- 
andria Air Base. Certificate granted. G %- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, ser\ °£ 
the site of the Alexandria, La., Air F) ce 
Base and the Alexandria Municipal « "- 
port, and the site of Brown-Edw +s 
Packing Co., all near Alexandria, as ‘- 
route points in connection with ot! "- 
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wise regular-route operations to and 
from Alexandria. 

MC-11207, Sub. 174, Deaton Truck 
Line, Inc., Birmingham, Ala., Extension— 
Guntersville, Ala. Certificate denied. Iron 
and steel articles, between Guntersville, 
Ala., and points in Ala., Ga., Miss., and 
Tenn., over irregular routes. 

* MC-14421, Sub. 11, Chicago Dubuque 
Motor Transportation Co., Dubuque, I[a., 
Extension—Alternate Route. Certificate 
granted on reconsideration. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between the 
junction of Wisconsin highway 60 with 
U.S. Highway 14 and Rockford, IIl., over 
a described route as an alternate route 
in cennection with regular-route opera- 
tions. 

* MC-20053, Sub. 6, Huff Truck Line, 
Inc., Baton Rouge, La., Extension—Regu- 
lar Routes, Baton, Rouge, La. Certificate 
denied, General commodities, with excep- 
tions, between specified points in Louisi- 
ana, over regular routes. 

* MC-52563, Sub. 4, Chicago-Rockford 
Motor Express, Inc., Rockford, Ill, Ex- 
tension—South Beloit, Ill. Certificate de- 
nied. General commodities, with excep- 
tions, between Rockford, Ill., and South 
Beloit, Ill., over a specified regular route, 
serving no intermediate points. 

* MC-68647, Sub. 1, William A. Luddy, 
dba W. H. Luddy & Son, East Bridge- 
water, Mass., Extension—Charter Service. 
Certificate denied. Passengers and their 
baggage, in charter service, from East 
Bridgewater, Mass., and points within 
15 miles thereof, to points in NJ., Pa., 
Del., Md., Va., and D.C., and return, over 
irregular routes. 

* MC-107943, Sub. 4, J. O. Davis, Jr., 
Hughes, Kan., Extension—West Memphis, 
Ark. Certificate granted. Passengers 


and their baggage, express and news- 


papers, between West Memphis, Ark., and 
Memphis, Tenn., over U.S. Highway 63. 

MC-109425, Sub. 6, Levitan Inter- 
state Transport, Inc., New York, N.Y., 
Extension—Newton and Dover, NJ. 
Certificate granted. Wearing apparel 
and piece goods, between Newton and 
Dover, N.J., on one hand, and, on other, 
Newark and Avenel, N.J., over irregular 
routes. 

* MC-110525, Sub. 216, Chemical Tank 
Lines, Inc., Downingtown, Pa., Extension 
—Carneys Point, N.J. Certificate proposed. 
Over irregular routes, liquid chemicals, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Carneys 
Point, N.J., to points in Conn., Mass., 
R.I., and N.Y., with exceptions. 

MC-110874, Sub. 2, Charles M. Burns 
and F. Conner Burns, dba Burns Trans- 
fer & Storage, Natchez, Miss. Certifi- 
cate granted. Household goods, between 
Vidalia, La., and points in Louisiana 
within 50 miles of Vidalia, on one hand, 
and, on other, points in Louisiana, over 
irregular routes. 

MC-113952, Harvey Service, Inc., 
Wauwatosa, Wis., Contract Carrier. Per- 
mt granted. Specified commodities, from 
M iwaukee, Wis., to points in Lake, 
M-Henry, Boone, Winnebago and 
S'ephenson counties, Ill., and returned 

exchanged shipments of the same 


¢ 
c mmodities, on return, over irregular 
revutes, 


MC-114064, Lonnie W. Dennis, dba Al- 
' «querque, Ambulance Service, Albuquer- 
ce, N.M., Common Carrier, embracing 
©-114335, Cecil Smith, Truth or Conse- 
ences, N.M., Common Carrier. Applica- 
ns dismissed. Over irregular routes, 
rsons, sick or injured, between points 
New Mexico, on one hand, and de- 
ribed points on the other. 


MC-101219, Sub. 30, Merit Dress De- 


livery, Inc., New York, N.Y., Extension— 
Elizabeth, N.J. Certificate granted. 
Women’s wearing apparel, on hangers, 
and unused or excess materials and sup- 
plies used in the manufacture of women’s 
apparel, from Elizabeth, N.J., to Wal- 
tham, Mass., and materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture of women’s 
wearing apparel, from Waltham to Eliza- 
beth, over irregular routes. 

* MC-106400, Sub. 7, Kaw Transporta- 
tion Co., Sugar Creek, Mo., Extension— 
Molasses. Certificate denied. Liquid mo- 
lasses and molasses syrup, refined and 
residual, and related products, in bulk, 
in tank trucks, between Kansas City, 
Mo.-Kan., and points within 10 miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in described territories in 
Ark., Ia., Kan., and Mo., over irregular 
routes. The Commission said no public 
need had been shown for the proposed 
service. The application was opposed by 
Transit, Inc., the Santa Fe Railway and 
the Rock Island Railroad. 

* MC-110525, Sub. 197, Chemical Tank 
Lines, Inc., Downingtown, Pa., Extension 
—South Charleston, W.Va., embracing 
MC-102616, Sub. 577, Coastal Tank Lines, 
Inc., York, Pa. Extension—South 
Charleston, W.Va. Certificates granted. 
Specified liquid commodities, including 
acids and chemicals, in bulk, in tank ve- 
hicles, from Institute and South Charles- 
ton, W.Va., to points in Ill., and N.Y., and 
those in Tennessee west of U.S. Highway 
27, over irregular routes. 

* MC-113105, Sub. 1, Sheridan-Indian- 
apolis Bus Line, Inc., Westfield, Ind., 
Common Carrier. Certificate denied. 
Passengers, baggage, express, mail and 
newspapers, over regular routes, between 
Indianapolis, Ind.; and Sheridan, Ind., 
serving all intermediate points. 


* MC-113931, Kenneth Loney, State 
Center, Ia., Common Carrier. Certificate 
denied. Fertilizer, in bulk, from Fulton, 
Ill., to points in Iowa, except those in 
Muscatine, Washington, Louisa, Keokuk, 
Jefferson, Henry, Des Moines, Van Buren, 
and Lee counties, over irregular routes. 
Commissioner Cross noted a dissent. 


* MC-43552, Sub. 1, Union Motor Line, 
Inc., Union, N.J., Extension—Three 
Pennsylvania Counties. Certificate de- 
nied. Coal, from points in Luzerne, 
Northumberland and Schuylkill coun- 
ties, Pa., to New York, N.Y., and points 
in New Jersey on and north of US. 
Highway 22, over irregular routes. The 
Commission said applicant had trans- 
ported some shipments from points in 
Luzerne and Schuylkill counties without 
authority, that it had failed to prove a 
need for the proposed service, and that 
applicant was admonished that it should 
immediately discontinue its unauthorized 
operations or failure to do so might 
subject it to the penalties provided in the 
act. The Commission said, also, that 
Leo T. Byrne, president of applicant, 
was sole owner of the Kingston Co., lo- 
cated at Union, which bought and sold 
coal, and that in its combined private 
and for-hire operations applicant and 
Kingston Co. utilized eight tractor- 
trailer units, seven of which were leased. 
It said there were no specific terms of 
the lease, adding that applicant simply 
called the owner-operators when the 
equipment was needed. Applicant was 
admonished, however, the Commission 
said, that its leased-vehicle arrangement 
was of dubious propriety. It said the 
interstate operations performed with the 
leased equipment did not appear to be 
conducted under the control and man- 
agement of applicant under whose op- 


55 


| icc NEWS 


erating rights “they allegedly are per- 
formed.” 

* MC-2202, Sub. 107, Roadway Express, 
Inc., Akron, O., Extension—Alternate 
Routes. Certificate granted. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Ama- 
rillo, Tex., and El Reno, Okla., over US. 
Highway 66, serving no intermediate 
points, as an alternate route for operat- 
ing convenience only. 

* MC-113268, Sub. 2, Elmer A. J. God- 
frey. Seaford, Del., Extension—Salisbury, 
Md. Certificate granted. Passengers, in 
special operations, over a specified regu- 
lar route between Seaford, Del., and the 
site of the plant of C. A. Swanson Co. at 
Salisbury, Md., serving the intermediate 
point of Laurel, Del., restricted to trans- 
portation of passengers moving to and 
from the plant site. 

* MC-113886, Kent Transfer, Inc., Elk- 
ton, Md., Common Carrier. Certificate 
granted. Malt beverages from Norristown, 
Pa., to Washington, D.C., and Baltimore, 
Md., and from Newark, N.J., Philadelphia, 
Pa., and New York, N.Y., to specified 
points in Maryland, over irregular routes, 
and empty malt beverage containers on 
return movements, subject to condition 
that applicant surrender permits MC- 
2461, MC-2461, Sub. 5, and MC-2461, Sub. 
6, for cancellation. 

* MC-2461, Sub. 7, Kent Transfer, Inc., 
Elkton, Md., Extension—Malt Beverages, 
embracing MC-2461, Sub. 8, Same. Ex- 
tension—Virginia. Certificates denied. 
Malt beverages, from Newark and 
Orange, N.J., and Wilmington, Del., to 
points in Md., and D.C., in MC-2461, Sub. 
7, and from Newark and Orange, NWJ., 
New York, N.Y., Wilmington, Del., and 
Philadelphia and Norristown, Pa., to 
points in Va., and W.Va., in MC-2461, 
Sub. 8, and empty malt beverage con- 
tainers on return, over irregular routes. 

* MC-3031, Sub. 5, Dickey Freight Line, 
Inc., Murphy, N.C., Extension—Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., embracing MC-28770, Sub. 
10, William S. Magill, Jr., dba Magill 
Motor Express, Chattanooga, Tenn., Ex- 
tension—Murphy, N.C. Certificates de- 
nied. In MC-3031, Sub 5, general com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Mur- 
phy and Chattanooga over U.S. highway 
64, serving certain intermediate and off- 
route points. In MC-28770, Sub. 10, gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween Ducktown, Tenn.,- and Murphy, 
over U.S. highway 64, serving all inter- 
mediate points. 


* MC-13145, Sub. 8, S. W. Hixson, dba 
Hixson Truck Line, Akron, O., Exten- 
sion—Ashtabula, O. Permit granted. 
Merchandise dealt in by persons operat- 
ing brush manufacturing businesses, 
from Hartford, Conn., and Albany, N.Y.., 
to Ashtabula, applicant to ask coinci- 
dental cancellation of permit in MC- 
13145, Sub. 4. ; 

* MC-18436, Sub. 7, Haines Carriers, 
Inc., Camden, N.J., Extension—New Eng- 
land. Certificate denied. New automo- 
mobiles, new chassis and automotive dis- 
play vehicles and equipment initial move- 
ments, truckaway, over irregular routes, 
from plants of Hudson Motor Car Co. in 
Wayne county, Mich., to points in Me., 
N.H., Vt., and portions of Conn., R.I., 
and Mass. 

* MC-32528, Sub. 29, Union City Trans- 
fer, Beaumont, Tex., Extension—Sulphur, 
embracing MC-94222, Sub. 2, L. A. Norris 
Truck Line, Extension—Same; MC-97086, 
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Sub. 2, H. S. Anderson, Extension—Same, 
and MC-107993, Sub. 6, J. J. Willis Truck- 
ing Co., Inc., Extension—Same. Certifi- 
cates granted. Over irregular routes, ma- 
chinery, equipment and materials and 
supplies used in the discovery, develop- 
ment, production, refining, storage, trans- 
mission and distribution of sulphur, its 
products and by-products, between points 
in La. and Tex. 


* MC-58880, Sub. 6, Mercury Freight 
Lines, Inc., Birmingham, Ala., Extension 
—Fort Worth, Tex. Certificate denied. 
General commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween Birmingham, Ala., and Fort Worth, 
Tex., serving Dallas and other interme- 
diate and off-route points, over two speci- 
fied routes, and between Selma and Liv- 
ingston, Ala., over a specified route, serv- 
ing no intermediate points. 


MOTOR FINANCE CASES 


MC-F-5496, C. D. Deaton, Sr., and C. D. 
Deaton, Jr.—Control: B & M Express, Inc.— 
Control and Merger—Atlanta-Alabama Motor 
Lines, Inc. Acquisition by B & M Express, 
Inc., Birmingham, Ala., of control of Atlanta- 
Alabama Motor Lines, Inc., Atlanta, Ga., 
through purchase of capital stock, merger 
into the former of the operating rights and 
property of the latter for ownership, man- 
agement, and operations, and acquisition by 
C. D. Deaton, Sr., and C. D. Deaton, Jr., of 
control of the operating rights and property 
through the control and merger, approved 
and authorized. 


+ * a 


MC-F-5535, Philip H. Marcell, et al.—Con- 
trol; Marcell’s Motor Express, Inc.—Purchase 
—Cora P. Nelson. Purchase by Marcell’s 
Motor Express, Inc., South Burlington, Vt., 
of certain operating rights and property of 
Cora P. Nelson, doing business as R. H. 
Nelson Trucking Co., Barre, Vt., and acquisi- 
tion of control of the operating rights and 
property by Philip H. Marcell through the 
purchase, approved and authorized. 

a * a 


MC-F-5483, J. L. Lawhon, et al.—Control; 
Refrigerated Transport Co., Inc.—Purchase 
(Portion)—Frozen Food Express, Inc., em- 
bracing MC-F-5497, J. L. Lawhon, et al.— 
Control; Refrigerated Transport Co., Inc.— 
Purchase (Portion)—Loyd Pulis. Application 
of Refrigerated Transport Co., Inc., Atlanta, 
Ga., for authority to purchase certain oper- 
ating rights of Frozen Food Express, Inc., 
Dallas, Tex., and of J. L. and R. R. Lawhon, 
and Winton Teagle for authority to acquire 
control of the operating rights through the 
purchase, denied. Purchase by Refrigerated 
Transport Co., Inc., of certain operating 
rights of Loyd Pulis, doing business as 
Western Refrigerator Truck Lines, Oklahoma 
City, Okla., and acquisition by J. L. and R. R. 
Lawhon, and Winton Teagle of control of the 
operating rights through the purchase, ap- 
proved and authorized. 


* * * 


MC-F-5832, Julius L. Tucker, et al.—Con- 
trol; Tucker Freight Lines.—Control—Brod- 
beck Trucking Co., Inc. (Samuel Raitzin, 
Trustee). Application for authority under 
section 210a(b) of Tucker Freight Lines, Inc., 
of South Bend, Ind., for temporary control 
through management of the motor-carrier 
rights and properties of Brodbeck Trucking, 
Co., Inc., also of South Bend, granted, with 
conditions. 

” ” ” 


MC-F-5513, James C. Stone—Control; Vir- 
ginia-Carolina Freight Lines, Inc.—Control 
and Merger—Ferris & Rossborough, Inc. Ap- 
plication of Virginia-Carolina Freight Lines, 
Inc., Martinsville, Va., for authority to ac- 
quire control of Ferris & Rossborough, Inc., 
Rahway, N.J., through purchase of its capital 
stock, and to merge the operating rights and 
property of the latter into the former, and 
application of James C. Stone to acquire 
control of the rights and property, denied. 
Parties told to terminate control and man- 
agement of the carriers in a common inter- 
est. 








Orders 





Eastern Ports Grain Rate 
Equalization Order Delayed 


Operation of the Commission’s out- 
standing order in the grain rate equaliza- 
tion cases involving traffic from Buffalo, 
N.Y., to eastern ports, has been further 
modified so as to become effective De- 
cember 31, instead of November 30, by 
the Commission, by Commissioner Ma- 
haffie, in an order in I. and S. No. 5641, 
Export Grain from Buffalo to New York, 
embracing I. and S. No. 5990, Ex-Lake 
Grain, Buffalo to North Atlantic Ports. 

Acting on respondents’ petition for 
postponement of the effective date of 
the order in I. and S. No. 5990 pending 
disposition of their petition for reopening 
for further hearing, or reargument and 
reconsideration, Commissioner Mahaffie 
postponed the effective date without 
change in the notice requirement. 

While the Commission’s report and 
order in those proceedings placed on the 
same basis the rates on grain for export 
from eastern Great Lakes ports, having 
a prior movement by water, to eastern 
and New England ports, the order in 
I.:and S. No. 5990 required the rail re- 
spondents to cancel further reductions 
proposed on the export grain traffic. 

Schedules affected by that order con- 
tained rate reductions filed by the Balti- 
more & Ohio and Pennsylvania railroads 
of 0.5 cent a 100 pounds on the traffic 
to Baltimore, Md., and Philadelphia, Pa., 
and also counter-proposals filed by rail- 
roads serving New York and Boston 
containing a like reduction to the latter 
ports (T.W., June 19, p. 15). 





Rails Ask Investigation 
Of Arkansas State Rates 


The Commission, division 1, by an or- 
der in No. 31660, Arkansas Intrastate 
Freight Rates and Charges, has in- 
stituted an investigation into rates and 
charges for railroad intrastate transpor- 
tation of property made or imposed by 
authority of the state of Arkansas. 


It said the investigation was to deter- 
mine whether the rates, by reason of 
failure to include increases correspond- 
ing to those permitted by the federal 
Commission for interstate traffic in three 
general increase proceedings, caused 
unreasonable advantage, preference, or 
prejudice, as between persons or localities 
in intrastate commerce, on the one 
hand, and interstate or foreign com- 
merce, on the other, or any undue, un- 
reasonable or unjust discrimination 
against interstate or foreign commerce. 

The Commission said a petition was 
filed on behalf of the St. Louis-San 
Francisco Railway Co., and other rail- 
roads operating in Arkansas, alleging 
that the Arkansas Public Service Com- 
mission refused to authorize or permit 
them to apply increases corresponding 
to interstate increases on the following 
commodities: 

“Sand and gravel, crushed stone, agri- 
cultural limestone in open top cars (per 
items 30 and 1730, Southwestern Lines 
Tariff No. 162-T); cement, as described 
in items 5 and 10, Southwestern Lines 
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Tariff No. 168-I; asphalt rock, stone, °tc., 
coated as described in item 1165, South- 
western Lines Tariff No. 233-E; nd 
silica sand in box cars (per item 25, 
Southwestern Lines Tariff No. 162-T )” 

The order said the railroad petition 
alleged that the state commission did 
not permit intrastate increases to the 
interstate levels authorized in Ex Parte 
No. 166, Increased Freight Rates, 1947, 
269 I.C.C. 33, 270 I.C.C. 81, 270 I.C.C. $3, 
and 270 I.C.C. 403; Ex Parte No. 168, 
Increased Freight Rates, 1948, 272 I.C.C. 
695, and 276 I.C.C. 9; and Ex Parte No. 
175, Increased Freight Rates, 1951, 280 
I.C.C. 179, 281 I.C.C. 557, 284 I.C.C. 589, 
and 289 I.C.C. 395. 





1.C.C. Broadens Probe 
On Multiple Deliveries 


By a second supplemental order in 
MC-C-1520, Multiple Deliveries—New 
England, the Commission, division 2, on 
its own motion, has broadened its in- 
vestigation in that proceeding to include 
the reasonableness and lawfulness other- 
wise of the rules, regulations and prac- 
tices affecting the considered rates and 
charges so far as they authorize or per- 
mit single shipments to be consigned to 
more than one consignee. 


It said the proceeding involved rates 
and charges, and the rules, regulations 
and practices affecting them, applicable 
in connection with the transportation, in 
interstate and foreign commerce, of all 
property, except household goods and 
other specified excepted commodities by 
motor carriers, between points within an 
area embracing all of Connecticut, 
Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
Rhode Island, and Vermont, and between 
points within that territory, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points within 
New Jersey in Hudson, Passaic, and 
Somerset counties and points within 
New York state in Albany, Schenectady, 
and Orange counties. 





Barge Line Plea Denied 


An application of Albany Barge Lines, 
Inc., for temporary authority to operate 
as a common carrier by water by non- 
self-propelled vessels with the use of 
separate towing vessels, has been denied 
by the Commission, division 4, by an 
order in W-1062, Sub. 1, Albany Barge 
Lines, Inc., Temporary Authority Appli- 
cation. 

The Commission said the application 
was for authority to transport lumber 
and lumber products from points along 
the Willamette River and its tributaries 
above but not including Oregon City, 
Ore., to Portland, Ore., The applicant, it 
said, had not shown that there was an 
immediate and urgent need for service 
which could not be met by existing c#r- 
riers. 





Water Carrier Plea Dropped 


The Commission, division 4, has ¢ - 
missed, for want of prosecution, an ap]. - 
cation filed by Paul J. Rehberger, p' - 
posing to do business as Autoways, 
Louis, Mo., for a certificate authoriz 
him to institute service as a comn 
carrier by water. The Commission act 
was by an order in W-1076, Paul 
Rehberger Common Carrier Applicati 
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November 27, 1954 


The application, according to the Com- 
mission, did not contain certain data as 
required by the form of application pre- 
scribed by the Commission’s order of 
January 23, 1941, and the applicant, it 
said, failed to furnish such data, “al- 
though repeatedly requested to do so.” 

On September 29, continued the Com- 
mission, the applicant was advised that 
if no response to the prior requests for 
information was received by November 
1, it would be understood that he did not 
intend to prosecute the application and 
that consideration would be given to its 
dismissal. The Commission said no re- 
sponse had been received from the appli- 
cant. 


Use of Segment of N.Y. 
State Thruway Allowed 


The Commission, division 5, has issued 
an order ‘authorizing use of the New 
York State Thruway between the Buffalo 
interchange (barrier control No. 50) and 
the Suffern interchange (No. 15) as an 
alternate route, without obtaining prior 
authority, by motor carriers authorized 
to operate in or through New York 
state over specified highways. 

The order was entitled “Use of a Seg- 
ment of the New York State Thruway 
(a Toll Highway) by Motor Carriers 
Subject to the Interstate Commerce 
Act.” 

The aforementioned specified high- 
ways were U.S. highways 9, 9W, and 20, 
and/or New York highways 5, 5S, 7, 8, 
9G, 9H, 9J, 17, 20, 28, 29, 31, 32, 33, 
49, 67, 78, 96, 143, 144, 168, 169, 173, 
250, 263, 324, 332, 365, and 385. 

Use of the Buffalo-Suffern portion of 
the Thruway was conditioned with re- 
spect to notices to be given by carrriers, 
their furnishing of service, and contin- 
ued use of the Thruway. 

Any party in interest might file a 
protest within 30 days from the date 
a carrier gave notice of intent to operate 
over the Thruway, the order said. 


The order was made to supersede a pre- 
vious order which authorized use of the 
segment of the Thruway between the 
Buffalo and Westmoreland (near Utica) 
interchanges (T.W., Aug. 28, p. 30). 





Rail Reparation Payments 
To Armour & Co. Ordered 


Approximately 350 items of repara- 
tion have been ordered by the Commis- 
Sion to be paid by specified railroads to 
Armour & Co., by December 28, on ac- 
count of “inapplicable rates and charges 
collected for the transportation of fresh 
eats and packinghouse products, in 
rloads, from western origins to destin- 
ons in Trunk Line and New England 
‘rritories, insofar as the transportation 

0k place in the United States.” 


The action was by a Commission order 
5S’ Commissioner Mahaffie in No. 30659, 
mour & Co. v. Atchison, Topeka & 
nta Fe Railway Co., et al. 

Among the larger amounts ordered 
id were the following: $4,967.77 by the 
iwlington, the Toledo, Peoria & West- 
nh, and the Pennsylvania; $4,690.60 by 
1e Burlington, the Nickel Plate, the 
rie, and the New Haven; $4,690.01 by 
ie Missouri Pacific, the Cleveland, Cin- 
nati, Chicago & St. Louis (New York 
entral), and New York Central; $4,- 


+e pM 








160.78 by the Burlington, the Nickel 
Plate, the Erie, and the New Haven; and 
$4,026.55 by the Burlington, the Indiana 
Harbor Belt (N.Y.C.), and the N.Y.C. 

Also, $3,126.47 by the Burlington, 
Nickel Plate, Erie, Delaware & Hudson, 
and Boston & Maine; $2,895.27 by the 
Burlington, the Toledo, Peoria & West- 
ern, and the Pennsylvania; $2,693.48 by 
the three last named lines and the Long 
Island; $2,599.36 by the Burlington, the 
ILH.B., and the N.Y.C.; $2,357.08 by the 
Burlington, Nickel Plate, Erie and the 
New York, Susquehanna & Western; $2,- 
353.26 by the Milwaukee, the I.H.B., and 
N.Y.C. 

Also, $2,493.85 by the Rock Island, the 
ILH.B., and the N.Y.C.; $2,453 by the 
Santa Fe, the I.H.B., and N.Y.C., and 
$2,261.37 by the same railroads; $2,408.76 
by the Santa Fe, the T. P. & W., the 
Nickel Plate, the Erie, and the New 
Haven; $2,297.17 by the North Western, 
the I.H.B., and the N.Y.C.; $2,110.51 by 
the Burlington, the I.H.B., and the N.Y.C.; 
$2,021.67 by the Burlington, Nickel Plate, 
and Erie; $2,038.98 by the three last 
named lines and the New Haven. 

Also, $2,235.25 by the Burlington, 
T. P. & W. and Pennsylvania; $2,184.85 
by the last three named lines and the 
New Haven; $2,121.87 by the Rock Island, 
I.H.B., Erie, and New Haven; $2,129.23 
by the Rock Island, I.H.B., and N.Y.C.; 
$2,034.51 by the Rock Island, T. P. & W., 
Nickel Plate, Erie, and New Haven; 
$2,562.85 by the Rock Island, T. P. & W., 
and P.R.R.; and $2,308.95 by the Illinois 
Central, I.H.B., Erie, and New Haven. 

Also, $2,809.46 by the Illinois Central, 
I.H.B., and N.Y.C.; and $2,194.15 by the 
“Mo-Pac”, the Nickel Plate, the Erie, and 
the New Haven. 

The order also directed the payment to 
Armour & Co., by various designated rail- 
roads, of 34 items ranging in amounts 
above $1,000. 





Commutation Fares in East 
Subject of Investigation 


The Commission, division 2, by an 
order in No. 31663, Commutation Fares 
Between New York, New Jersey and 
Pennsylvania, has instituted an investi- 
gation into tariff schedules stating new 
commutation fares and charges filed by 
the Pennsylvania, the Central of New 
Jersey, the Erie, the Reading, the Lehigh 
Valley, and the New Jersey & New 
York railroads. 


At the Commission it was said that 
the increases, which became effective 
November 21, amounted to approxi- 
mately 10 per cent. It was stated that 
more than 90 protests from commuters 
and others were received. The Commis- 
sion voted not to suspend the tariffs, but 
to investigate the fares and charges, it 
was said. 

The new proceeding has been assigned 
for prehearing conference on December 
1 at the office of the Board of Public 
Utility Commissioners, State of New 
Jersey, Industrial Building, 1060 Broad 
St., Newark, N.J., before Examiner Bur- 
ton Fuller, of the I.C.C. 





Tennessee Rate Order Modified 


The Commission, by an order in No. 
30720, Tennessee Intrastate Rates and 
Charges, has acted on a petition of the 
Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Rail- 
way for modification of the order of 
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August 19, 1952, in this proceeding, to per- 
mit publication of certain reduced rates 
on steam coal. 

The aforementioned order was further 
modified to the extent necessary to per- 
mit the petitioning railroad to establish 
the following reduced rates in cents a 
ton of 2,000 pounds for the intrastate 
transportation of steam coal over its line 
in Tennessee: from Sequatchie, Victoria, 
and Whitwell to Richard City, 60 cents in 
lieu of 99 cents; from Coalmont and Col- 
lins to Cowan, 80 cents in lieu of $1.06; 
and from Palmer to Cowan, 80 cents in 
lieu of 99 cents. 


Pleading Date Postponed 
Until Page Belt Decision 


The Commission, by a notice in No. 
31114, J. D. Pittman Tractor Co., Inc. 
v. Alabama Great Southern Railroad Co., 
et al., and embraced cases, has an- 
nounced that the due date ‘for filing 
pleadings under modified procedure in 
each of the proceedings is set aside until 
further notice by the Commission. 

“This action,” it said, “is to afford 
opportunity for decision by the Com- 
mission in No. 31148, Page Belting Co. 
v. Boston & Maine Railroad et al. (T.W., 
Oct. 23, p. 43.) The so-called “Page Belt- 
ing Case” was reopened for reconsidera- 
tion by the Commission. In that pro- 
ceeding, division 3 awarded reparation 
on the ground that charges under excep- 
tions ratings were higher than charges 
under the classification in the period 
and on the traffic considered in the 
proceeding. 

The notice in No. 31114 also embraced 
the following: Nos. 31225, Tractor and 
Equipment Co., Inc. v. Alabama Great 
Southern Railroad Co., et al.; 31395, J. D. 
Pittman Tractor Co., Inc. v. Alabama 
Great Southern et al., 31507, Tractor and 
Equipment Co., Inc. v. Alabama Great 
Southern et al.; 31531, Tractor and 
Equipment Company, Inc. v. Alabama 
Great Southern et al.; 31507, Tractor and 
Georgia Grocery Co. v. Atlantic Coast 
Line Railroad Co., et al.; 31549, Trimount 
Bituminous Products Co. v. Bangor & 
Aroostoock Railroad Co., et al.; 31594, 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co. v. Alton & 
Southern Railroad, et al.; 31596, The 
Beryllium Corporation v. Pennsylvania 
Railroad Co., et al.; 31611, The American 
Envelope Co. v. Atlanta & West Point 
Railroad Co., et al.; 31616, Bona Allen, 
Inc. v. Alton & Southern Railroad, et 
al.; 31531, Sub. 1, Joe Money Machinery 
Co., Inc. v. Atlantic Coast Line et al. 





Suspension Case Title Change 


The Commission, Board of Suspension, 
has issued a corrected tariff suspension 
order in I. and S. M-6635, Foodstuffs— 
From Detroit—Over Craig Trucking, Inc. 
In a notice to the parties, it was stated 
that through inadvertence, the order in 
the proceeding carried the incorrect title, 
I. and S. M-6635, Extinguishers, Fire, and 
Charges—Newark to Chicago (T.W., Nov. 
20, p. 49). It said the correct title was 
I. and S. M-6635, Foodstuffs—From De- 
troit—Over Craig Trucking, Inc. 


The order in the proceeding suspended 
from November 15 to June 14, 1955, 
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schedules proposing to establish a new 
motor common carrier- any-quantity 
commodity rate on bread crumbs, cookies, 
popcorn and potato chips from Detroit, 
Mich., to Cincinnati, O., Indianapolis, 
Ind., and Louisville, Ky., in lieu of higher 
class rates. 


1.C.C. Moves to Set Aside 
Orders in Five ‘Old’ Cases 


As a further step in its plan to clear 
its files of orders outstanding for some 
time, the Commission has issued an order 
calling on parties in five “older” cases to 
show cause why the outstanding orders 
should not be vacated and set aside inso- 
far as they require the continued main- 
tenance and observance of the rates, 
ratings, charges, rules, regulations, or 
practices separately prescribed in the 
orders. 

The instant order was issued in the 
following cases: No. 27938, Minneapolis 
Traffic Association v. Chicago & North 
Western Railway Co., et al., (reports 241 
I.C.C. 207 and 245 I.C.C. 11); No. 28294, 
Rich Ladder & Manufacturing Co., et 
al. v. Akron, Canton & Youngstown Rail- 
road Co., et al., (report 241 I.C.C. 475); 
No. 28294, Sub. 1, Same v. Same, (report 
241 I.C.C. 475); No. 28317, Wisconsin Re- 
tail Lumberman’s Association et al. v. 
Ann Arbor Railroad Co., et al. (reports 
241 I.C.C. 400 and 251 I.C.C. 664); and 
No. 28325, Marshall Field & Co. v. Ches- 
apeake & Ohio Railway Co., et al. (re- 
port 241 I.C.C. 789). 

The parties to the proceedings were 
cited to show cause by formal return 
filed with the Commission on or before 
December 23. The order said replies 
to any return in a particular proceeding 
made in response to its order might be 
filed with the Commission not later than 
January 7, 1955. 





Rail Signals Discontinued 


The Commission, division 3, has 
granted an application of the Sacramento 
Northern Railway for discontinuance of 
an automatic block signal system be- 
tween Riverview and Westgate, Calif., 
provided that trains between those points 
are operated at a restricted speed. The 
action was by a report and order in 
No. 28000, Sub. 126, Application for Ap- 
proval of Proposed Modifications of 
Systems or Devices Under Paragraph 
(b), Section 25 of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, as Amended, Sacramento 
Northern Railway, BS-Ap. No. 13169. 


N.J. & N.Y. Reorganization 


The Commission, by an order in Fi- 
nance No. 13490, New Jersey & New York 
Railroad Co. Reorganization, has _ re- 
opened that proceeding. 


It said that the district court of the 
United States for the district of New 
Jersey, in proceedings No. 2480a, for re- 
organization of the debtor company, had 
referred the proceedings back to the 
Commission for further action under 
section 77(e) of the bankruptcy act. 
The court noted certain changes in the 
company’s financial stiuation since the 
Commission ratified the reorganization 
plan. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


Designation of a tariff below does not 
mean that all schedules in it have been 


suspended by the Commission. Suspen- 
sion orders contain many schedules not 


reproduced here. Details of such orders 
are published in The Traffic Bulletin. 


I. and S. No. 6287, Aluminum Rods— 
Arvida, Que., to Chattanooga, Tenn., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 22, to and in- 
cluding June 21, 1955, schedules pub- 
lished on 41st revised Page 78 to tariff 
L.C.C. No. E-366 of Canadian National 
Railways, also supplement No. 40 to tar- 
iff I.C.C. No. 106 of Seatrain Lines, Inc. 
The suspended schedules propose to re- 
duce the all-rail commodity rates on 
aluminum rods, in carloads, from Arvida, 
Quebec, Canada, to Chattanooga and 
North Chattanooga, Tenn., and the wa- 
ter-rail commodity rates from Edgewater, 
N.J., to Chattanooga, Tenn. 

I. and S. No. 6288, Forwarder Ratc:— 
St. Louis Mo., to Pacific Coast, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 20 to and including 
June 19, 1955, schedules as published in 
supplement No. 5 to I.C.C.-FF No. 64 of 
Clipper Carloading Co., Chicago, Ill. The 
protested schedule proposed to establish 
reduced freight forwarder class rates 
from St. Louis, Mo., to points on the 
Pacific coast. 

I. and S. No. 6289, Boots or Shoes— 
East to the Twin Cities, the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 22 to and including June 21, 
1955, schedules published in supplement 
No. 33 to tariff I.C.C.-FF No. 2 of Carl 
O. Blomstrand, doing business as, Twin 
City Shippers Association, St. Paul, 
Minn. The suspended schedules propose 
to reduce the freight forwarder rates on 
boots or shoes, N.O.I.B.N., from Bangor 
and Portland, Me., Boston, North Adams, 
Pittsfield and Springfield, Mass., and 
New York, N.Y., to Minneapolis and St. 
Paul, Minn. 

I. and S. No. 6290, Ammonium Sul- 
phate—New Orleans to St. Louis, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 26 to and includ- 
ing June 25, 1955, schedules published 
in supplement No. 84 to Agent W. P. 
Emerson’s I.C.C. No. 417. The suspended 

schedules propose to establish a new 
commodity rate on ammonium sulphate, 
in bulk, carloads, from New Orleans, 
La., to East St. Louis, Ill., and St. Louis, 
Mo. 


I. and S. M-6648, Alcoholic Liquors to 
Mich. and Ohio, the Commission, Board 
of Suspension, suspended from Novem- 
ber 18 to and including June 17, 1955, 
schedules published in tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 30 of Long Transportation Co. The 
suspended schedules propose to estab- 
lish new motor - common - carrier com- 
modity rates on alcoholic liquors, N.O.I., 
minimum 28,000 or 30,000 pounds, from 
Schenley, Pa., to Detroit and Lansing, 
Mich., and Toledo, O., in lieu of higher 
class rates. 


I. and S. M-6654, Fire Extinguishers, 
Charges—Newark to Chicago, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 18 and later, to and 
including June 17, 1955, schedules pub- 
lished on Ist revised page No. 72 to tariff 
MF-I.C.C. No. 16 of Schreiber Trucking 
Co., Inc., and on original and first 
revised pages 65-A to tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 34 of Shirks Motor Express Corpora- 
tion. The suspended schedules proposed 
reduced motor common carrier com- 
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modity rates on fire extinguishers 4.d 
fire extinguisher charges from Newark, 
N.J., to Chicago, Ill. 

I. and S. M-6655, 
From Gastonia, N.C., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 19 to and including June '8, 
1955, schedules published in supplement 
No. 19 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 706 of 
Southern Motor Carriers Rate Confer- 
ence, agent, Atlanta, Ga. The proposed 
schedule proposes to establish a new 
less-than-truckload motor common car- 
rier commodity rate on rayon fibre, 
rayon staple fibre, rayon yarn, synthetic 
fibre, synthetic fibre yarn, synthetic 
staple fibre, acetate fibre, acetate yarn 
from Gastonia, N.C. to Gainesville, Ga., 
in lieu of a higher class rate. 

I. and S. M-6656, Merchandise—Be- 
tween Toledo and St. Louis, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, ‘suspended 
from November 19 to and including June 
18, 1955, schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 2 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 38 of 
Harwood Trucking, Inc., Marion, Ind. 
The suspended schedules propose a new 
motor common carrier commodity rate 
on merchandise, viz: articles for which 
ratings are provided in National Motor 
Freight Classification, with certain excep- 
tions, in mixed truckloads of 10 or more 
articles, minimum 20,000 pounds, between 
Toledo, O., and St. Louis, Mo., in lieu of 
present higher class rates. 

I. and S. M-6857, Machinery, Paper 
Cups, Rubber Goods—N.J., to N.Y., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 18 to and includ- 
ing June 17, 1955, schedules published in 
supplement No. 2 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 
14 of Russell De Vries, doing business as 
Carlton Hill Trucking Co., Carlton Hill, 
N.J. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish new motor common carrier 
commodity rates on internal combustion 
machines, paper cups, rubber goods and 
certain other commodities, less-than- 
truckload, from and to points in the New 
York short-haul area. 

I. and S. M-6658, Napkins, From Cleve- 
land, Tenn., the Commission, Board of 
Suspension, suspended from November 
19 to and including June 18, 1955, sched- 
ules published in supplement No. 19 to 
tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 706 of Southern Mo- 
tor Carriers Rate Conference, agent, 
Atlanta, Ga. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish new any-quantity 
motor common carrier commodity rates 
on napkins, made wholly of cotton sheet- 
ing, from Cleveland, Tenn., to Birming- 
ham and Montgomery, Ala., Atlanta, Ga., 
Covington, Ky., Hattiesburg and Jack- 
son, Miss., Cincinnati, O., and Charles- 
ton, W.Va., in lieu of higher class rates. 

I. and S. M-6659, Alum, NOI, Etc., 
Warners, N.J. to New York Points, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 18 to and includ- 
ing June 17, 19&5, schedules published in 
supplement No. 9 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 
7 of W. T. Byrns Motor Express, Inc., 
Webster, N.Y. The suspended schedules 
propose to reduce the motor common Cai 
rier commodity rates on paper makers 
alum and alum, NOI, 30,000 pounds min- 
imum, from Warners, N.J., to Beav: 
Falls, Dexter, Potsdam and Watertow’ . 
N.Y. 

I. and S. M-6661, Steel—Contract Ste 
Carriers, Inc., the Commission, Board 
Suspension, suspended from Novemb 
20 to and including June 19, 1955, sche« 
ules as published in supplement No. 2 
schedule MF-I.C.C. No. 21 of Contra 
Steel Carriers, Inc., East Chicago, In 
The suspended schedules proposed to r: 
duce the present truckload minimu 
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weight of 30,000 pounds to 20,000 pounds, 
with no change in the present minimum 
charge, on steel articles and highway 
construction materials, in straight or 
mixed shipments, from Chicago, Ill., to 
Kansas City, Mo. 

I. and S. M-6662, Small Shipment Re- 
ductions— Flisrida, Georgia, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 19 to and including June 
18, 1955, schedules as published in sup- 
plement No. 19 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 
658 of the Southern Motor Carriers Rate 
Conference, agent, Atlanta, Ga. The 
suspended schedules propose reduced 
motor common carrier class rates on 
shipments of less than 2,000 pounds, for 
the account of Central Truck Lines, 
Georgia-Florida Motor Express, Inc., 
Great Southern Trucking Co., and Ter- 
minal Transport Co., Inc. 

I. and S. M-6663, Sodium Hypochlorite 
—Between Chicago & Milwaukee, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 19 to and includ- 
ing June 18, 1955, schedules published in 
supplement No. 1 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 
124 of Ziffrin Truck Lines, Inc., Indian- 
apolis, Ind. The suspended schedules 
propose to reduce the motor common 
carrier commodity rate on sodium hypo- 
chlorite solution, minimum 20,000 pounds, 
between Chicago, Ill., and Milwaukee, 
Wis., and points grouped therewith. 

I. and S. M-6664, Springs and Plow 
Parts—Winamac, Ind., to Central Terri- 
tory, the Commission, Board of Suspen- 
sion, suspended from November 20 to and 
including June 19, 1955, schedules pub- 
lished in schedule of minimum rates and 
charges MF-I.C.C. No. 3 of George Zahrt, 
Winamac, Ind. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish new motor contract 
carrier minimum rates and charges on 
motor vehicle springs, and plow and 
cultivator parts, other than hand, less- 
than-truckload, minimum weight 5,000 
pounds, and truckload minimum weight 
20,000 pounds, from Winamac, Ind., to 
points in Illinois, Michigan (lower penin- 
sula), Ohio, and portions of Wisconsin. 

I. and S. M-6655, Signs—St. Paul, Minn. 
to Atlaata, Ga., the Commission, Board 
of Suspension, suspended from Novem- 
ber 19 to and including June 18, 1955, 
schedules published in supplement No. 
75 to MF-I.C.C. No. 593 of Southern Mo- 
tor Carriers Rate Conference, agent. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish 
a reduced motor common carrier com- 
modity rate on signs, other than figures 
or images, N.O.I., and signals or signs, 
road traffic or vehicle reflectors, in 
Straight or mixed shipments, minimum 
22.500 pounds, from St. Paul, Minn., to 
Aiianta, Ga. 

!. and S. M-6666, Copper Rods—Bay- 
way, N.J., to Scheneciady, N.Y., the 
Cconmission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pe.ded from November 19 to and includ- 
in. June 18, 1955, schedules published in 
M'-L.C.C. No. 34 of Masters Fast 
Fr ight Service, Inc. The suspended 
Sc .edules propose to establish a new 
m (or common carrier commodity rate 
0! copper rods, minimum 36,000 pounds, 
iy m Bayway, N.J., to Schenectady, N.Y.., 
1) leu of a higher class rate. 

. aad S. M-6667, Magazines—Mt. Mor- 

' , Il. to Ohio and Michigan, the Com- 
!' ssion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
| 'm November 22 to and including June 

1955, schedules published in supple- 

nt No. 48 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 735 
Central States Motor Freight Bureau, 

>, agent, Chicago, Ill. The suspended 
1edules propose new motor common 
trier alternating commodity rates on 
igazines, minima 45,000 and _ 60,000 








pounds, from Mt. Morris, Ill., to Cincin- 
nati, Cleveland and Columbus, O., and 
Detroit, Mich., in lieu of higher class 
rates. 

I. and S. M-6668, Tobbaco—Travelers 
Motor Freight, the Commission, Board of 
Suspension, suspended from November 
22 to and including June 21, 1955, sched- 
ules as published in tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 
2 of Ralph E. Faylor, doing business as 
Travelers Motor Freight, Wheeling, W.Va. 
The suspended schedules propose new 
motor common carrier commodity rates, 
on manufactured tobacco, cut or granu- 
lated, viz: chewing, fine cut or smoking, 
minimum 14,000 pounds, from Wheeling, 
W.Va., to Akron, Cincinnati, Cleveland, 
Columbus, Toledo, and Youngstown, O. 

I. and S. M-6669, Various Commodities 
—Long Transportation Co., the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 22 to and including June 
21, 1955, schedules published in tariff 
MF-I.C.C. No. 31 of Long Transportation 
Co., Detroit, Mich. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish new motor 
common carrier local commodity rates on 
various commodities, including articles 
of aluminum, brass, bronze, copper, mag- 
nesium, zinc, minima 20,000 and 32,000 
pounds, between Chicago, Ill., and points 
grouped therewith, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, specified points in Indiana, 
Ohio, Michigan, and Pennsylvania, in 
lieu of higher class rates. 

I. and S. M-6670, Minimum Charge— 
Keystone Motor Express, Inc., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 22 to and including June 
21, 1955, schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 52 to exceptions tariff MF- 
I.C.C. No. 580 and I.C.C. No. 19, of the 
Central States Motor Freight Bureau, 
Inc., agent, Chicago, Ill. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish a reduced 
minimum charge a shipment, in connec- 
tion with motor common carrier class and 
commodity rates applying for Keystone 
Motcr Express, Inc., Huntington, W.Va., 
between points in Pennsylvania, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Kentucky and West Virginia. 

I. and S. M-6671, Yarn—South to 
Eastern Points, the Commission, Board 
of Suspension, suspended from Novem- 
ber 20 to and including June 19, 1955, 
schedules published in supplement No. 
11 to MF-I.C.C. No. 12 of Malone Freight 
Lines, Inc., Birmingham, Ala. The sus- 
pended schedule proposes a new motor 
common carrier exceptions rating on 
yarn, N.O.I., minimum 20,000 pounds to 
apply in connection with local class 
rates from or to points in 12 eastern 
and southern states and the District of 
Columbia, that would apply in lieu of 
a higher National Motor Freight Clas- 
sification rating now maintained on this 
traffic. 

I. and S. M-6672, Rpgs—Greenville, 
S.C., to Chicago, Ill., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 20 to and including June 19, 
1955, schedules as published in joint tariff 
MF-I.C.C. No. 135 of Central and South- 
ern Motor Freight Tariff Association, 
Inc., agent, Louisville, Ky. The sus- 
pended schedules propose a _ reduced 
motor common carrier commodity rate 
on cotton chenille rugs, minimum 15,000 
pounds from Greenville, S.C., to Chicago, 
Til. 

I. and S. M-6673, Pulpboard or Fibre- 
board—Ohio to Wisconsin, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 22 to and including June 
21, 1955, schedules published in sup- 
plement No. 3 to MF-I.C.C. No. 117 of 

Ziffrin Truck Lines, Inc., Indianapolis, 


-from November 21 to and 
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Ind. The suspended schedules propose 
new motor common carrier commodity 
rates, in lieu of higher class rates, on 
pulpboard or fibreboard (paper) minima 
20,000 and 30,000 pounds, from Cincinnati 
and Middletown, O., to Milwaukee, Wis. 


I. and S. M-6674, Plastic Materials— 
Louisville, Ky., to Twin Cities, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 22 to and including June 
21, 1955, schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 2 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 252 
of Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau, 
agent, Kansas City, Mo. The suspended 
schedules proposed a motor common Car- 
rier commodity rate of 111 cents, mini- 
mum weight 30,000 pounds, on plastic 
materials or products, viz: flakes, gran- 
ules, lumps, pellets, powder or solid mass 
from Louisville, Ky., to Twin Cities, 
Minn., in lieu of higher class rates. 


I. and S. M-6675, Various Commodities 
—Cleveland and Baltimore, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
including 
June 20, 1955, schedules published on 
third revised page 19-E, and first and 
second revised pages 25-A to tariff MF- 
I.C.C. No. 6 of Baltimore and Pitts- 
burgh Motor Express Co., Pittsburgh, 
Pa. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish new motor common carrier 
commodity rates on welding bars, rods 
or wire, and welding compound, L.T.L., 
from Cleveland, O., to Baltimore, Md., 
and on water heater tanks, minimum 
20,000 pounds, from Sparrows Point, Md., 
to Moraine, O. 


I. and S. M-6676, Glass Containers—to 
Indiana and Ohio, the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 21 to and including June 
20, 1955, schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 4 to Schedule MF-I.C.C. No. 
20 of the Victor Transit Corporation, 
Cincinnati, O. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish reduced motor-con- 
tract carrier minimum rates and charges 
on glass containers, caps, covers, disks 
and tops, and fibreboard boxes, minimum 
22,000 and 25,000 pounds, from Hunting- 
ton and Owens, W.Va., to Indiana and 
Ohio. 

I. and S. M-6679, Rates and Ratings— 
Malone Freight Lines, Inc., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 23 to and including June 
22, 1955, schedules as published in suv- 
plement No. 7 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 13 
of Malone Freight Lines, Inc., Birming- 
ham, Ala. The suspended schedules 
propose reduced motor common carrier 
rates and exception ratings on varicus 
commodities between points in the south 
and southeast. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 





MC-64114, Sub. 5 TA, Scott Truck Line, Inc. 
Applicant’s petition for reconsideration of 
order denying application denied. 


* * aa 


I. & S. M-3035, Substituted Rail Services 
by Red Ball Transfer Co. Proceeding re- 
opened for further hearing at a time and 
place to be fixed. 

ae * o* 

MC-F-5049, Currie B. Witt—Control; Witt 
Tire Co., Inc., and Winston F. Lawless— 
Control; Mercury Motor Express, Inc.—Con- 
solidation—Carolina Southern Motor Express, 
Inc., and Safety Transportation Corp. Peti- 
tion of Akers Motor Lines, Inc., et al., for 
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reconsideration and argument denied; order 
of Aug. 16 to become effective Nov. 15. 
+ * 7 

MC-F-5075, Bernard L. White—Purchase— 
Ora Harper. Petition of Merchants Motor 
Freight, Inc. for reconsideration denied; order 
of Mar. 3 to become effective Nov. 4. 

oo ~ * 

No. 31146, Ark-Mo Plant Food Co., Inc. v. 
St. L.-S. F., et al. Defendants’ petition for 
reconsideration denied. 

+ * ca 


No. 31210, Cellulose & Paper Converting 
Co., Inc. v. Luckenbach Steamship Co., Inc., 
et al. Complainant’s petition for reopening 
and reconsideration denied. 

” * * 


No. 31231, Swift & Co. v. A. T. & S. F., et al. 
Complainant’s petition for reconsideration 
denied. 

oe s * 

No. 31239, Kern Valley Packing Co., et al. v. 
A. T. & S. F., et al. Complainants’ petition 
for reconsideration and modification or for 
further hearing denied. 


~ * * 
No. 31252, J. G. Boswell Co., et al. v. A. T. & 
S. F., et al. Complainants’ petition for 


reconsideration or to reopen and hold in 
abeyance pending decision in Mountain- 
Pacific class rates cases, Nos. 30416 and 
30660, denied. 
* + ~ 
No. 31254, Skelly Oil Co. v. A. & S., et al. 
Complainant’s petition for leave to file a 
second petition for reconsideration, sub- 
mitted therewith, denied. 


* * * 


Applicants having requested dismissal of 
their applications, the Commission has issued 
orders dismissing the applications in the 
following: 

MC-10672, Sub. 4, Bahr Grain Co. 

MC-26519, Sub. 41, Wheeler Transportation 


0. 
MC-47038, Sub. 11, Graham Ship-By-Truck 


Co. 
r MC-52709, Sub. 62, Ringsby Truck Lines, 
ne. 

MC-80430, Subs. 69 and 70, Gateway Trans- 
portation Co. 

MC-110698, Sub. 48, Miller Motor Line of 
N.C., Inc., J. Frank Dickson, Trustee. 
tr MC-111170, Sub. 19, Wheeling Pipe Line, 
ne. 


+ * * 


MC-42487, Sub. 283, Consolidated Freight- 
ways, Inc., Extension—Jordan, Mont.; MC- 
78632, Sub. 95, Hoover Motor Express Co., 
Inc., Alternate Route Between Bowling 
Green, Ky., and Milan, Tenn.; MC-114589, Art 
Keseling — Common Carrier Application; 
I. & S. M-6050, Cathode Ray Tubes—Mich. 
to Chicago, Ill. Effective date of recom- 
mended orders postponed to Nov. 26. 

* * * 

MC-75185, Sub. 204, Service Trucking Co., 
Inc., Extension—Western N.Y. Proceeding 
reopened for further hearing at a time and 
Place to be fixed. Applicant required to make 
available for cross-examination at such time 
witnesses who supported application at orig- 
inal hearing. 

* * 

MC-110878, Sub. 7 TA, Argo Trucking Co. 
Order of Aug. 9, denying temporary authority, 
vacated. Applicant authorized to operate 
temporarily when conditions have been met. 

* * 7 

MC-C-1573, Lawson Manufacturing Co. v. 
Glendenning Motor Ways, Inc., et al. Peti- 
tions of Illinois-Minnesota Motor Carriers’ 
Conference, Inc., and defendant for recon- 
sideration of order of June 24, denying their 
petitions for further hearing, denied. 


+ * > 


MC-F-5751, P. W. Keely—Control; Valley 
Freight Lines, Inc. — Purchase — Hazel M. 
Foulke. Petition of Eazor Express, Inc. for 
reconsideration and vacation of order of 
Aug. 20, granting temporary authority, de- 
nied. 

* + * 

MC-FC-55950, Eagle Van Lines, Inc., Trans- 
feree, and Jarmon Van Lines, Transferor; 
MC-FC-56757, Continental Transfer and Stor- 
age Co., Inc., Transferee, and Eagle Van 
Lines, Inc., Transferor; MC-114397, Eagle Van 
Lines, Inc. Proceedings in MC-FC-55950 and 
MC-114397 reopened for reconsideration to 
determine whether order of transfer in MC- 
FC-55950 should be set aside and certificate 
in MC-114397 declared void and revoked. 

. * — 

MC-52666, Sub. 1, Kansas City Southern 
Transport Co., Inc.; MC-94542, Sub. 15, Miller 
Trucking Co.; MC-112668, Sub. 7, Harvey R. 
Shipley & Sons; MC-114702, Steel Trucking 


Service, Inc.; MC-114838, Sagamore Tractor- 
Trailer Renting Corp.; MC-114849, Milk 
Transport. Applications dismissed at appli- 
cants’ request. 

+ * ~ 


MC-70451, Sub. 162 TA, Watson Bros. Trans- 
portation Co., Inc. Order of May 21, denying 
temporary authority, vacated. Applicant au- 
thorized to operate temporarily when condi- 
tions have been met. 

* * a 


MC-104654, Sub. 87, Commercial Transport, 
Inc., Extension — Points in Southern Ind. 
Proceeding reopened for reconsideration on 
present record. 

* - = 

MC-113057, Sub. 1 TA, Denver Wholesale 
Florists Co. Applicant’s petition for recon- 
sideration of order of Oct. 4, denying tem- 
porary authority, denied. 


* * * 


MC-C-1354, Motor Ways Tariff Bureau v. 
Steel Transportation Co., Inc. Effective date 
of cease and desist order of Jan. 20 further 
postponed from Nov. 24 ta Feb. 24, 1955. 


* * * 


MC-FC-35233, Ralph G. Damman, Lessee 
and Harry J. Henson, Lessor. Extension of 


lease authorized for a period expiring June 
30, 1955. 


* * * 


I. & S. 6240, Eastbound Lumber—At New 
York Harbor; I. & S. 6274, Reduced Stop-Off 
Charge—Utah to Ida. Proceedings discon- 
tinued because respondents under special 
permissions filed schedules canceling the 
schedules under suspension. 

* ~ * 


MC-2229, Sub. 60 TA, Red Ball Motor 
Freight, Inc. Applicant’s petition for re- 
consideration of order of Sept. 22, denying 
temporary authority, denied. 

aK * * 

MC-44639, Sub. 5 TA, L. & M. Express Co. 
Petition of Fleming’s Transfer for recon- 
sideration of order of Aug. 26, granting 
application, denied. 

a * * 

MC-57275, Sub. 8, Schade Transfer & Stor- 
age Co., Inc., Extension—Yuma, Ariz.; MC- 
104960, Sub. 17, Motor Fuel Carriers, Inc., 
Extension—Fuel Oils. Effective date of rec- 
ommended orders, postponed to Nov. 29. 

* - * 

MC-59680, Sub. 118 TA, Strickland Trans- 
portation Co., Inc. Applicant’s petitions for 
reconsideration of order of Sept. 22, denying 
temporary authority, denied. 

co » om 

MC-93529, Sub. 2, A. W. Schaffer Exten- 
sion—Granite. Proceeding reopened for re- 
consideration on present record. 

* > * 

MC-102982, Sub. 2, George W. Kugler Ex- 
tension—Clay Products. Effective’ Wate of 
recommended order postponed to Nov. 26. 

* ” * 

Respondents having failed to submit state- 
ments of facts and arguments under modi- 
fied procedure, the Commission has issued 
an order requiring the respondents on or 
before 40 days from Nov. 12, to cancel the 
suspended schedules, and discontinuing the 
proceedings in the following: 

I. & S. M-5965, Pencils, Etc., 
W. I. Womeldorf & Sons. 

I. & S. M-6324, Cables, Wiring, Etc.—War- 
ren, O. to the East. 

I. & S. M-6384, Mattresses—St. Louis, Mo. 
to Nashville, Tenn. 

I. & S. M-6390, Paper 
Trucking Co. 


I. & S. M-6391, Salad Dressing—Cayce, S.C. 
to N.C. 


I. & S. M-6398, Malt Liquors—N.J. & N.Y. 
to Conn. : 


I. & S. M-6401, Scrap Aluminum—Winni- 
peg, Man., Can., to Chicago. 


I. & S. M-6411, Firebrick, Etc.—St. Louis 
to Chicago. 


I. & S. M-6414, Shock Absorbers—To Eau 
Claire, Wis. 


I. & S. M-6416, Abrasives—Rockland, Mass. 
to Boston Area. 


I. & S. M-6417, Crude Rubber—N.J. and 
N.Y. to Dayton, O. 


I. & S. M-6422, Springs—New Castle, Pa. 
to Mich, Points. 


I. & S. M-6432, Aluminum Scrap—St. Louis, 
Mo. to Lafayette, Ind. 


I. & S. M-6433, Sealer Compound—Bristol, 
Pa., to Charleston, S.C. 


3 & S. M-6434, Soap, Etc.—Baltimore to 
N.C, 


I. & S. M-6439, Synthetic Resin Glue— 
Del. to Fla. and Ga. 


I. & S. M-6440, Small Shipments—Between 
Fla. and Ala. 


Sprayers— 


Articles—Seifert 
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ORDERS STAYED 


Notice of stay of the order in each 
the proceedings shown below, in accor 
ance with section 17(8) of the interstat 
commerce act, has been issued by t! 
Secretary of the Commission. Sectiv 


17(8) provides for stay of a decision « 


order of an individual commissioner 
division, or a board until action has be 
taken on petitions for rehearing, rearg: 
ment or reconsideration filed before t} 
effective date of the order. The Com- 
mission’s Secretary issues such notice 
ander a delegation of authority by the 
Commission. 


Finance 18103, Western Maryland Ry. Co. 
Securities Modification. Order of Oct. 14 
stayed pending disposition of petitions of 
Judith Sartorius Seixas, et al., and Willis 
D. Wood, et al for reconsideration. 

* ON 7 

MC-F-5608, Alfred E. Dean — Purchase — 
Knowles Vans, Inc. Order of Oct. 12 stayed 
pending disposition of protestants’ petition 
for reconsideration. 





Aaplications 
and Petitions 





Short Line Group Objects 
To Reporting Details of 
Expenses Asked by I.C.C. 


The American Short Line Railroad 
Association has expressed doubt that 
a proposal of the Commission, divi- 
sion 1, to require the reporting in 
detail of incidental expenses of rail- 
road officers and employes, would 
accomplish any better enforcement 
of control of expenditures than now 
possible under the Commission’s 
present regulations. 


The division announced in October 
approval of modifications requiring that 
expenses of officers and other employees 
be supported by receipted bills whenever 
possible, separated between various items, 
and setting out the accounting practices 
to be followed (T.W., Oct. 30, p. 53). 


The association said, in a letter to the 
Commission, that the majority of its 
member lines were in accord with the 
objective of the Commission, but that 
the exceptions stated “go to the details 
prescribed and to the separate position 
in which railroad companies will find 
themselves in this respect as compared 
with competing forms of transportation, 
some of which report to this Commission 
and some of which do not.” The associa- 
tion added: 


“In view of the small amounts in- 
volved and the omission in the propcsal 
of superintendence and other accov ts 
numbered in the 1000 and 2000 series 
applicable respectively to Class II «nd 
Class III railroad companies, it is °S- 
sumed that the order is intended to 
apply only to Class I carriers. Certa «ly 
to single out these six particular c- 
counts for so much detail, when 0' er 
accounting by Class II and III line 3s 
lumped for purposes of economy, we Jd 
not seem to be warranted. 

“Railroad companies are operated oF 
the purpose of earning net income. © ly 
when they are reasonably financi | 
successful do they render an adeq' tt 
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public service, provide safe:and depend- 
able employment, and attract invest- 
ment capital. The first essential to a 
net income is gross operating revenue 
adequate to meet expenditures and pro- 
vide something more. Freight and pas- 
senger revenues must be obtained in a 
competitive market. I need not stress 
to your Commission the fact that rail- 
road revenues have been constantly de- 
creasing in proportion to the economy 
of the country by reason of competition 
from other forms of transportation. 
Many railroad officers devote time, 
energy and money to retain present 

























































Co. § or to regain certain freight and passen- 
;; 4 J ger revenues in this highly competitive 
Willig | market and thereby occur expenditures 

of considerable amounts. Only the future 
= tells whether or not the expenditures 
ayeg @ Were justified. It is most difficult for 
ition anyone, even those wholly familiar with 

every physical characteristic and every 

competitive factor on the particular rail- 
== § road, to evaluate such an intangible.” 

Present Regulations ‘Adequate’ 

The association asserted that it seemed 
that outstanding orders of the Commis- 
sion, “particularly section 10.02 as now 
in effect” together with applicable federal 
and local statutes, were and should be 

— adequate in “all but a fraction of one per 
cent of the cases which may involve ac- 
tual fraud or perhaps wholly unwar- 
ranted expenditures.” It added: 

“Fraud and incompetence are encoun- 
tered in every human activity and will 
not be eliminated by this proposed order 
or any other possible action of regula- 

ad tory authority. Such persons do not hesi- 

rat tate to evade and conceal.” 

vi- Separation of a day’s travel expenses 
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he Western Traffic Conference, 
he Inc., in petitioning the Commission 

~ for reconsideration in No. 31006, 

“ Eastern Central Motor Carrier As- 

‘Is sociation, Inc. v. Akron, Canton & 

on Youngstown Railroad Co., et al., says 

- that “the principles enunciated by 

: division 2 will have nationwide ap- 

n plication if they are not tempered 

i- on reconsideration to the limited 
record of the case involved here” 

, (T W., Nov. 20, p. 20). 

ts The Commission, divison 2, in No. 

- 31006 and in MC-C-1331, Merchandise— 

d Mi ed Truckloads—East, had found the 

e in\oived rail rates not shown unjust, 

0 un -casonable or otherwise unlawful, but 

y or. -red the motor carriers to establish 

a ra’ 5 on the basis of the rail rates, on 

r fi: ing the motor rates unreasonably 

5 lc The railroads were required to 

d cr nge the application of Rule 10 in 






Co nection with the rates, designed to 
p serve forwarder traffic. 

_ -ontinuing, the Western Traffic Con- 
fe-ence said: 

Broad national policy is set by the 
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into lodging, meals, and incidentals, said 
the association, “would seem to serve no 
useful purpose.” It said that a breakdown 
was unobtainable from American plan 
hotels and from certain forms of travel 
where meals and transportation were 
paid for in a lump sum. 


Views Summarized 


The association statement concluded as 
follows: 


“In view of the fact that voucher 
forms, expense account forms, ledger 
columns, machine adjusting, outstand- 
ing printed instructions, and many simi- 
lar investments and practices would be 
altered should the proposed order be- 
come effective, it is suggested for the 
consideration of the Commission that 
such expenditure by each affected rail- 
road company would serve no appar- 
ent useful purpose. 


“Summing up in as few words as pos- 
sible, member lines of this Association 
respect the apparent purpose of the Com- 
mission in proposing the order and stand 
ready to facilitate the achievement of 
that objective. They are convinced that 
substantial but unascertainable addition- 
al expenditure would be required, all to 
no purpose not now available to the 
Commission, to the extent that its man- 
power and statutory authority permit 
policing of practices in this category of 
railroad companies. No miracle of better 
enforcement will be obtained through 
the proposed order, as officers who either 
fraudulently or unwisely waste the as- 
sets of a railroad company are unlike- 
ly to be any more concerned with this 
proposed order than they have been with 
the outstanding regulations.” 





Western Traffic Group and Others Ask 
Reconsideration in All-Commodity Cases 


Shippers, Carriers and Forwarders File Their Views on Decision of 1.C.C.’s 
Division 2 in Two Proceedings Dealing With All-Commodity Rates of Rail 
And Motor Carriers. Division’s Ruling on ‘Streamlined Rule 10’ Discussed. 


dicta in the decision of division 2. Al- 
ready this split decision of division 2 
has been cited at least five times in 
the west as a mandate of the Commis- 
sion regarding all carload mixing rules 
—in or out of Eastern Territory. Such a 
national policy on mixed car rules should 
be set only after competent study on 
a national record. Reconsideration is es- 
sential.” 


The conference said division 2 unani- 
mously held the truck-attacked level of 
the rail “all-freight” rates lawful in 
Eastern Territory, and, on a two-to-one 
split the division concurrently held the 
present “streamlined” Rule 10 mixing 
rule unjust and unreasonable for the fu- 
ture in Eastern Territory. 

“Reconsideration is sought on the lat- 
ter ruling only,” said the conference. 
“The mixing rules involved are vital to 
the members of the Western Traffic Con- 
ference. . . . we respectfully urge recon- 
sideration of the order of division 2, 
with an ultimate finding by the Commis- 
sion that the entire complaint of the 
motor freight carriers on the rail ‘all- 
freight’ rates and mixing rules be dis- 
missed.” 

The National Retail Dry Goods Asso- 
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ciation asked for reopening, reconsidera- 
tion, and argument before the entire 
Commission in No. 31006. The association 
set forth the Commission’s decision as 
follows: 

“1 Rates on all commodities, when in 
mixed carloads, between points in Cen- 
tral Territory, on the one hand, and in 
Trunk Line and New England territories, 
on the other, found not unjust, unrea- 
sonable or otherwise unlawful. 

“2. Maintenance by defendant rail- 
roads of rates on all commodities when 
in mixed carloads, between points in 
Central Territory, on the one hand, and 
in Trunk Line and New England terri- 
tories, on the other, that are subject 
to any tariff rule, provision or practice, 
which authorizes the inclusion of any 
freight in the mixed carloads at rates 
or charges lower than the all-commodity 
rates, found unjust and unreasonable. 

“3. Order entered requiring publica- 
tion of all-commodity rates on mixed 
carloads between points in Central Ter- 
ritory, on the one hand, and in Trunk 
Line and New England territories, on 
the other, not subject to any tariff rule, 
provision or practice authorizing the un- 
lawful inclusions.” 

The N.R.D.G.A. said it agreed with 
division 2’s finding that the all-commod- 
ity rates assailed by the complainants 
were just, reasonable and otherwise law- 
ful, but disagreed that the application 
of “streamlined Rule 10” to such rates 
would render them unjust and un- 
reasonable. The association said it was 
in thorough agreement with a separate 
expression of Commissioner Freas, who 
said he could “see no reason why if Rule 
10 is proper in itself and if ‘all-freight’ 
rates are on a proper basis the two are 
not proper when used in combination.” 

“Through numerous shipping associa- 
tions, exempted from regulation under 
section 402 (c) of the interstate com- 
merce act,” said the association, “the 
members of the National Retail Dry 
Goods Association, both large and small 
stores, use to a very great extent the 
all-commodity rates with the rule 10 
principle applicable thereto. The prac- 
tical effect of the majority of division 
2’s decision, if it should be put in effect, 
will be to greatly increase the operating 
expense of such shipper associations 
with very little, if any, increase in rev- 
enue for the defendants. 

“Tf the decisian stands, wherever pos- 
sible these shipping associations, instead 
of using one car for all their shipments 
as at present, will load two cars, one 
for rule 10 shipments and another for 
all-commodity shipments. In order to 
do this, instead of daily sailing of cars 
it may be necessary to hold the two cars 
up two or three days in order to effect 
this separation between rule 10 tonnage 
and all-commodity tonnage. A holdup 
of the cars would be necessary in order 
to acquire sufficient tonnage for both 
cars, because each shipping association 
has a relatively small daily volume of 
shipments. 

“This will delay our shipments, it will 
require much additional work on the 
part of the shipping associations, it will 
tie up more railroad box cars and add to 
railroad expense, and the net effect 
is that everyone loses. 

“The all-commodity rates with the 
rule 10 principle applicable thereto have 

resulted in the conversion of large vol- 
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umes of less-carload shipments of mer- 
chandise into carload shipments, to the 
benefit of the railroads and our mem- 
bers.” 


Defendant Railroads 


The defendant railroads, asking re- 
argument and reconsideration in No. 
31006, said that a careful reading of the 
report of the majority of division 2 led 
to a conclusion that the matter “was 
considered in an academic fashion ra- 
ther than with a view to the practical 
situation involving the transportation 
of goods in commerce.” 


“The majority decision would, in ef- 
fect,” continued the railroads, “turn back 
the clock insofar as the application of 
mixing rules has been expanded to meet 
the continuing needs of the shipping 
public. If the majority could point to 
one beneficial accomplishment that will 
ensue from its decision, such decision 
would be more understandable. We fail 
to see any such beneficial accomplish- 
ment. 


“To the contrary, ... the decision of 
the majority will have no effect except 
to inconvenience shippers and consignees. 
affect the quality of the service to many 
smaller communities where freight is 
not and cannot be shipped in volume. 
increase the cost to the railroads with 
no increase in revenue, increase car de- 
lays and result in a poorer utilization 
of freight platforms. 

“In fact, if the railroads cannot main- 
tain a competitive system with the 
trucks, which we contend they cannot 
maintain if the majority’s decision 
stands, the railroads will lose additional 
revenues due to portions of this traffic 
being diverted to. motor common carriers 
because of the absence of delaying fac- 
tors . . . in connection with future rail 
shipments.” 


Freight Forwarders 


Acme Fast Freight, Inc., National Car- 
loading Corporation, Republic Carload- 
ing and Distributing, Inc., and Universal 
Carloading and Distributing Co., Inc.., 
asked for reconsideration and oral ar- 
gument in No. 31006. 


They said that it was not shown_ by 
the evidence, nor did division 2 find that 
the existing rules maintained by the 
defendant railroads resulted in any injury 
or discrimination to the complainant or 
its members, or anyone else. 


“In fact, it is evident that the change 
in Rule 10 required by division 2, if 
established, would not benefit anyone,” 
said the petitioning forwarders. 

“The finding of division 2 is . . . based 
on the erroneous and theoretical con- 
ception that all-commodity rated freight 
and other freight should not be mixed 
in the same car because if so mixed the 
integrity of the all-commodity rate would 
be impaired. That is a thin reed upon 
which to condemn a rule that has been 
generally satisfactory to the defendants 
and to shippers and forwarders who use 
the rule. 


“The higher costs of operation, the 
slow-down of service, the inefficiency 
and probable increase in loss and dam- 
age to the freight which would flow 
from the establishment of the rule which 
the order of division 2 requires the de- 
fendants to establish would be a high 
price to pay for the application of such 


theoretical and abstract principles of 
rate-making.” 

Acme Fast Freight, Inc., National Car- 
loading Corporation, and Universal Car- 
loading & Distributing Co., Inc., peti- 
tioned in MC-C-1331 for reopening, re- 
consideration by and reargument before 
the entire Commission. They said that 
the findings and conclusions of division 
2 should be reversed. 

“The Commission,’ said these for- 
warders, “should find that the truckload 
rates of the motor carrier respondents 
here under consideration are not in vio- 
lation of anv provision of the interstate 
commerce act. As pointed out in our ex- 
centions to the report of the examiner, 
neither the motor carrier respondents 
who exact the rates under investigation 
nor the freight forwarders, or others, 
who pav such rates to such motor car- 
riers challenge their reasonableness, and 
neither has expressed any dissatisfac- 
tion with the existing rates. 

“The challenge has come from a cor- 
porate motor carrier association and 
from railroads which seek to persuade 
this Commission to increase the transpor- 
tation costs of freight forwarders and 
others.” 


Individual Motor Carriers 


Midwest Haulers. Inc., of Toledo, O., 
by a petition in MC-C-1331, asked for 
reconsideration of division 2’s order and 
asked the Commission to find that its 
rates as published in its MF-I.C.C. No. 
15, and now increased in its MF-I.C.C. 
No. 17, were compensatory, reasonable, 
and lawful. This respondent also asked 
to be dismissed as a party to the inves- 
tigation. 

In assigning a number of errors to 
the findings of the Commission, Midwest 
Haulers stated, among other things, that 
the Commission’s order was in reality a 
minimum rate order binding only on 
the few respondents named in the pro- 
ceeding. 

“Although anv common carrier of gen- 
eral freicsht may transvort for freicht 
forwarders on call, none are included 
within the scope of this proceeding and 
their omission from the purview of this 
order is discriminatory and legally fatal 
to this order.” 


Rickenbacher Transvortation, Inc., and 
Sullivan Lines petitioned for reconsid- 
eration in MC-C-1231. They said that 
the report and order unlawfully per- 
mitted and authorized their competitors 
to fix the petitioners’ rates without re- 
gard to the reasonableness thereof or 
consideration to the detrimental effects 
on the petitioner. They said the renort 
and order arbitrarily ignored their “pe- 
culier status as a transportation agency.” 
and unlawfully and wrongly placed them 
in the same category with unrestricted 
common carriers without regard to the 


differences in operations and sources of 
traffic. 


Interstate Motor Freight System, pe- 
titioning for reconsideration and oral 
argument in MC-C-1331, said: 

“It is obvious that the Commission in 
its final order should make both orders 
effective as of the same date. If this 
is not the case, and the railroads are 
allowed to continue the application of 
streamlined Rule 10 or some other com- 
parable rule, the charges under the rail 
all-commodity rates would be lower than 
the motor carriers charges, since, as 
shown in the hearing, the application 
of streamlined Rule 10 results in a sub- 
stantial reduction in freight charges. 
“This respondent and other motor 
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ORL) Nov mbt 
carriers should not be required to plac york, C 
their rates at 45 per cent of first clas san Fr: 
if the respondent rails in No. 3100} ar road 
ultimately relieved from the con itioy Applic 
imposed by that order.” the LT 
common 
ing opel 
Removal of Restrictions hp 
: to Spril 
Sought by Santa Fe Trail J SP" 
Asserting that no motor carrier operat- In co 
ing in the general area “showed up t nois-Mi 
claim even indirect injury” by the pro. § author! 
posed elimination of Dodge City, Kan, § capital 
as a key point in its operating authority § note 1 
the Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co, § 015,635, 
a subsidiary of the Atchison, Topeka { § obligat 
Santa Fe Railway, has petitioned the § amoun 
Commission to set aside a decision oj § roads ¢ 
division 5 denying the motor carrier that § ty aS ! 
authority (T.W., Oct. 16, p. 38). 635. TI 
The petition was docketed in Mc. § sippi V 
30605, Santa Fe Trail Transportation § iary © 
Co.—Petition for Modification of Certifi- § was 9 
cate. By a report and order in that pro- § ing 1n 
ceeding, the Commission, division 5, de- 
nied a petition of the motor carrrie 
seeking removal of the restriction in H & 
connection with its transportation of . 
general commodities, with certain ex- The 
ceptions, between Wellington, Kan., on § Co., hk 
the north and Woodward and Fairview Finan 
Okla., on the south, serving all inter- § tan R 
mediate points, by eliminating Dodge § tition 
City as a key point. TT of | 
Santa Fe Trail said that the division’: § in tt 
report “deals so superficially with im- § State: 
pertant issues and reaches a conclusion § York. 


so plainly contrary to the facts and the 
public interest that it should not be 
permitted to stand.” 

It said that after several years of 
operating under the restricted authority 
petitioner sought partial relief from the 
service limitations. 

“By convincing evidence it showed 
that the operations required thereby 
were wasteful and inefficient and result- 
ed in inferior service to many persons 
who, in practical effect, had available to 
them only the transportation service 
offered by petitioner,” it said. “There 
was virtually no opposition to the re- 
quested relief by other motor carriers 
in the territory involved. 


“The only active and sustained protest 
came from the American Trucking Asso- 
ciation, whose counsel declined to state 
whether or not the association purported 
to represent any motor carrier authorized 
to operate in the affected area.” 





Nine Carriers Seek Control 
Of Illinois Terminal Road 


Nine railroads serving St. Louis, Mo., 
and the Mississivpi Valley Corporation, 
have asked the Commission for authori- 
ty to acquire control of the Illinois Ter- 
minal Railroad Co. The board of d 


rec- 
tors announced acceptance of the )ul- 
chase offer in August (T.W., Aug. 28, 
p. 24). 

Through a new corporation forme for 
that purpose (the Illinois-Missouri “er- 
minal Railway Co.), authority to acc ure 
control of the I.T., and authority tc 1S- 
use securities for that purpose is @ xed 
in an application in Finance No. 1: 752, 
by the following carriers: 

Baltimore & Ohio; Chicago & Eas ern 
Illinois; Chicago, Burlington & Qu). °y; 
Gulf, Mobile & Ohio; Illinois Cer ral 
Railroad; Litchfield & Madison; . eW 
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lace york, Chicago & St. Louis; St. Louis- 
Classi can Francisco, and the Wabash Rail- 
OF arell road 

“ltion— Applicants stated that for many years 
the 1.T. had operated as an independent 
common carrier with extensive switch- 
ing operations in the St. Louis, Mo.-East 
St. Louis-Alton, Ill., area and in line- 
haul operations extending from that area 
to Springfield and East Peoria, Ill., and 
from Springfield to Ogden, IIl. 

In connection with the plan, the Illi- 














perat- 






























up tof nois-Missouri Terminal Railway asked 
2 pro. authority to issue 2,000 shares of its 
Kan, § capital stock par value, $10, to issue its 
1ority F note in the principal amount of $20,- 
nN Co § 015,635, and to assume equipment trust 
eka ¢@ obligations of the I.T. in the principal 
d the § amount of $2,037,000. The applicant rail- 
on of f roads asked authority to assume liabili- 
r that § ty as indorsers of the note for $20.015,- 
635. The application stated that Missis- 
Mc. § sippi Valley was a wholly owned subsid- 
tation @ iary of the Illinois Central and that it 
ertifi. § was organized for the purpose of deal- 
pro- § ing in real and personal property. 
), de- 
rrrie) - 
nH. & M. Reorganization 
L eX- The Hudson & Manhattan Railroad 
-, 0B Co. has filed with’ the Commission in 
‘View Finance No. 18755, Hudson & Manhat- 
nter- @ tan Railroad Co. Reorganization, a pe- 
dodge # tition for reorganization under section 





77 of the national bankruptcy act as filed 
in the district court of the United 





sion’s 


































































im- @ States for the southern district of New 
1$10n York. 
1 the 
t be 
eae MOTOR RIGHTS APPLICATIONS 
| the Information from digests of applica- 
tions of motor carriers of property for 
operating rights, as made public by the 
wed Commission, appears below. Applications 
reby for authority to purchase operating rights, 
. It. merge properties or franchises, acquire 
ult- control, lease, or to operate temporarily 
‘sons are digested elsewhere under the caption 
le to “Finance Applications.” 
rvice 
here " 
re- MC-665, Sub. 44, Missouri-Arkansas Trans- 
i portation Co., Joplin, Mo. Common carrier, 
riers over regular routes, transporting Class A and 
B explosives, between Joplin, Mo., and Fort 
; Smith, Ark., from Joplin over U.S. Highway 
test 71 to junction U.S. Highway 71 and Missouri 
sso- Highway 88 at Lanagan, Mo., thence over 
tate Missouri Highway 88 to iunction Missouri 
: Highway 88 and Arkansas Highway 100 at the 
rted Mo.-Ark, state line, thence over Arkansas 
ized Highway 100 to junction Arkansas Highway 
100 and U.S. Highway 71 at Bentonville, Ark., 
thence over U.S. Highway 71 to Fort Smith, 
and return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points except Camp Crowder, 
McFihaney, Goodman, Anderson, Lanagan, 
| Pineville and Jane, Mo. Applicant is au- 
thorized to conduct operations in Kan., Mo., 
and Okla. 
MC-8989, Sub. 153, Howard Sober, Inc., 
Lan: ing, Mich. Common carrier, over irregu- 
Mo.. lar -outes, transporting (1) new automobiles 
ion anc new automobile chassis, in initial move- 
ee me: \s, in truck-away service, from Kenosha, 
orl- Wis to points in Mich., O., Pa., N.Y., and 
"er- thea. part of West Virginia north of US. 
ec- His!iway 60 and west of a line extending 
fro... Charleston along U.S. Highway 119 to 
jur- Jun-tion West Virginia Highway 16, and 
28, the ce north along West Virginia Highway 
16 5 the Ohio River, including points on 
the ndicated portions of the highways speci- 
for fle ind (2) new automobiles and new auto- 
‘er- mc ‘le chassis, in initial movements, in 
: dri away service, from Kenosha, Wis. to 
ure Ha ford, Conn., Newark, N.J. and points in 
is- Mii, 0. Pa. N.Y., RI. Md. and D.C. 
zed A\. iority applied for to be restricted to 
‘59 we sportation of vehicles manufactured by 
04, th Hudson Motor Car Division of American 
M. ors, Inc. Applicant is authorized to con- 
ad: operations in Conn., Md., Mich., N.J., 
ern N-, O., Pa., R.I., W.Va., and D.C. 
y; C-11910, Sub. 10, St. Louis-Nashville 
ral Fi. ght Lines, Inc., St. Louis, Mo. Common 
ew C ‘er, Over a regular route, transporting 





eral commodities, 








except those of un- 


usual value, Class A and B explosives, inflam- 
mable articles, livestock, and commodities 
in bulk, between Vincennes, Ind., and Chi- 
cago, Ill., over U.S. Highway 41, serving no 
intermediate points, as an alternate route 
in connection with carrier’s regular-route 
operations between Chicago, Ill., and Evans- 
ville, Ind. Applicant is authorized to con- 
duct operations in Ill., Ind., Ky., Mo., and 
Tenn. 

MC-17002, Sub. 18, Case Driveway, Inc., 
Huntington, W.Va. Common carrier, Over 
irregular routes, transporting motor vehicles, 
in initial movements, in truckaway and 
driveaway service, from points in Wayne 
County, Mich., and Warren Township, 
Macomb County, Mich., to points in Virginia 
east of U.S. Highway 220 and north of USS. 
Highway 60. Applicant is authorized to con- 
duct operations in Mich., O., Ky., Ind., W.Va., 
Va., N.C., and S.C. 

MC-20697, Sub. 27, The Willett Co., Chi- 
cago, Ill. Contract carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting pipe, valves, fittings, 
bathroom and kitchen fixtures and equip- 
ment, laundry fixtures, hot water heaters, 
heaters and furnaces and accessories, air 
conditioners, boilers, and radiators, from 
Waukegan, Ill., to job sites (new construc- 
tion or repair sites) and plumbing contrac- 
tors shops located within points in Kenosha 
County, Wis., and empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified) used 
in transporting the commodities specified on 
return. Applicant is authorized to conduct 
operations ia IIll., and Ind. 

MC-23939, Sub. 80, Asbury Transportation 
Co., Vernon, Calif. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting petroleum and 
petroleum products in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
between Ferndale (Neptune Beach) and 
Anacortes, Wash., and points within 10 miles 
of each, on the one hand, and on the other, 
points in Washington. Applicant is author- 
ized to conduct operations in Ore., Wash., 
Ida., and Calif. 

MC-30319, Sub. 48, Southern Pacific Trans- 
port Co., Houston, Tex. Common carrier, 
over regular routes, transporting general 
commodities, except those of unusual value, 
Class A and B explosives, household goods 
as defined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special equip- 
ment, between Dallas, Tex., and Houston, 
Tex. Applicant seeks to remove the key 
point of Hearne, Tex., which is intermediate 
of Dallas and Houston, Tex., as contained in 
the third restrictive paragraph on page 7 
of corrected certificate MC-30319, dated May 
14, 1954, and proposes in this application to 
change said paragraph to read: No shipment 
shall be transported by carrier between any 
of the following points or through, or to, or 
from, more than one of said points: Dallas, 
Austin, Houston, San Antonio, Beaumont, 
and Corpus Christi, Tex., except that Hous- 
ton shall not be considered as a key point in 
respect of shipments which have an im- 
mediately prior or immediately subsequent 
movement by rail or water, and which are 
transported from Beaumont or from Corpus 
Christi. Applicant is authorized to conduct 
operations in La., anad Tex. 


MC-30837, Sub. 176, Kenosha Auto Trans- 
port Corporation, Kenosha, Wis. Common 
carrier, over irregular routes, transporting 
motor truck rebuilding kits and motor truck 
conversion kits, from Chicago, Ill., to all 
points in US. 


MC-36473, Sub. 54 (amended), Central 
Truck Lines, Inc., Tampa, Fla. Common 
carrier, over regular routes, transporting 
general commodities, except those of unusual 
value, Class A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, com- 
modities in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment, (1) between Shiloh, Fla., and 
Tropic, Fla., over Florida Highway 3, serving 
the intermediate points of Allenhurst, Cour- 
tenay, Georgiana, Lotus, Orsino, and Wil- 
son, Fla., (2) between Canaveral, Fla., and 
Canova Beach, Fla., over Florida Highway 
A-1-A, serving the intermediate points of 
Artesia, Canaveral Harbor, and Port Cana- 
veral, Fla., (3) between Yulee, Fla., and 
Fernandina Beach, Fla., over Florida High- 
way 200, serving the intermediate point of 
Fernandina, Fla., (4) between Jacksonville, 
Fla., and Greenland, Fla., over Alternate 
U.S. Highway 1, John E. Matthews Bridge, 
and Florida Highways 10 and 115, serving no 
intermediate points, as an alternate route 
for operating convenience only, in conneéc- 
tion with carrier’s authorized operations, (5) 
between junction Florida Highway 520 and 
Florida Highway 50 (said junction located 
between Bithlo and Christmas, Fla.,) and 
Cocoa, Fla., over Florida Highway 520, as an 
alternate route, for operating convenience 
only, in connection with carrier’s author- 
ized operations, serving no intermediate 
points, (6) serving the off-route point of 
Angel City, Fla., located 3 miles south of 
Florida Highway 520 on Banana River 
(Banana River Drive), over an unnumbered 
highway, in connection with carrier’s au- 
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thorized regular route operationg and (7) 
between Jacksonville, Fla., and Folkston, Ga., 
over U.S. Highway 17 and Georgia Highway 
40, serving the intermediate point of Yulee. 
Fla. Applicant is authorized to conduct op- 
erations in Fla., and Ga. 

MC-39123, Sub. 5, Masters Fast Freight 
Service, Inc., South Kearny, N.J. Common 
carrier, over irregular routes, transporting 
army vehicles, by way of tow-bars, in tow- 
away service, between army installations 
located in Morris, Bergen, Passaic. Essex. 
Union, Hudson, Middlesex, Monmouth, and 
Somerset Counties, N.J. on the Oue nand, 
and, on the other, military ports of embarka- 
tion located in the New York, N.Y., commer- 
cial zone, as defined by the Commission. 

MC-43038, Sub. 393, Commercial Carriers, 
Inc., Detroit, Mich. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting automobile 
show cars, and automobile show car chassis 
of special or experimental design and not 
for sale, and automobile show equipment and 
paraphernalia moving in the same equip- 
ment with automobile show cars and auto- 
mobile show car chassis, in truckaway serv- 
ice, (1) in initial movements, from points 
of manufacture and assembly located in 
Wayne and Macomb counties, Mich., to points 
of display in U.S., including D.C., and (2) in 
secondary movements, between points of 
display in U.S., including D.C., and return 
to original points of origin. (On grant of 
the requested authority, applicant is agree- 
able to elimination of all duplications of 
its existing permanent authority.) Applicant 
is authorized to conduct operations in Ala., 
Ark., Colo., Fla., Ga., Ill., Ind., Ia., Kan., 
Kv., La., Mich., Miss., Mo., Neb., N.C., O., 
Okla., Pa., S.C., Tenn., Tex., Wis., and Wyo. 

MC-60868, Sub. 6, Ruffalo’s Trucking Serv- 
ice, Inc., Newark, N.Y. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting canned goods 
and kraut in containers, from Newark, N.Y., 
and points within 35 miles of Newark, and 
Oswego, N.Y., to Easton, Williamsport, Mil- 
ton, Sunbury, Harrisburg, Lancaster, Coates- 
ville, Philadelphia, Wilkes-Barre, Scranton, 
Pittston, Allentown, Reading, Norristown, 
York, Bridgeport and Primos, Pa. Applicant 
is authorized to conduct operations in N.Y., 
N.J., and Pa. 


MC-61137, Sub. 3 (amended), Richard Bur- 
lew, Jr., Old Bridge, N.J. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting sand and 
clay, and sand and clay mixtures, in bulk, 
in dump trucks and in containers, from 
South Amboy and South River, N.J., and 


_ points in Madison and Sayreville Townships, 


Middlesex County, N.J., to points in Conn., 
Mass., and R.I.; gravel, loose, in bulk, in 
dump trucks, from Linden, N.J., to points in 
N.Y., and Pa., within 100 miles of South 
Amboy, N.J., and points in Conn., Mass., 
and R.I.; and empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified) used 
in transporting the commodities specified on 
return movements. Applicant is authorized 
to conduct operations in N.J., N.Y., and Pa. 


MC-67517, Sub. 2, Wagner Trucking Co., 
Inc., Muncie, Ind. Common carrier, trans- 
porting general commodities, except those 
of unusual value, Class A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Commis- 
sion, commodities in bulk, commodities re- 
quiring special equipment, and those in- 
jurious or contaminating to other lading, 
serving all points located (1) on Indiana 
Highway 38 between New Castle, Ind., and 
Hagerstown, Ind., (2) on Indiana Highway 1 
between Hagerstown, Ind., and Cambridge 
City, Ind., and (3) on U.S. Highway 40 be- 
tween Cambridge City, Ind., and Richmond, 
Ind., as intermediate points, in connection 
with present regular route operations be- 
tween Muncie, Ind., and Richmond, Ind., 
which is in effect a request for removal of 
restriction against present service Over said 
highways authorized in certificate MC-67517, 
dated March 13, 1942. (If and when the 
applied for authority is granted, applicant 
will surrender its BMC 75 statement of op- 
erations under the second proviso of section 
206(a)(1), issued in Docket MC-67517, Sub. 
1.) Applicant is authorized to conduct op- 
erations in Indiana and also conducts op- 
erations in Indiana under the second proviso 
of section 206(a)(1) of the interstate com- 
merce act. 


MC-75185, Sub. 210, Service Trucking Co., 
Inc., Federalsburg, Md. Common carrier, 
Over irregular routes, transporting frozen 
foods, from Landover, Baltimore, and White- 
ford, Md., Bridgeton, N.J., and Wilmington, 
Del., to points in W.Va., O., Mich., Ky., 
Tenn., Ark., Ind., Ill., Wis., Mo., Ia., Minn., 
Neb., Kan., N.C., S.C., Ga., Fla., Ala., Miss., 
La., and points in Va., on and west of US. 
Highway 1. Applicant is authorized to con- 
duct operations in Ala., Ark., Conn., Del., 
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Fla., Ga., Ill., Ind., Ia., Kan., Ky., La., Md., 
Mass., Mich., Minn., Miss., Mo., Neb., N.J., 
it~ Bay, On Fea Be BO. Tenn. Fa. 
W.Va., Wis., and D.C. 

MC-75320, Sub. 65, Campbell Sixty-Six Ex- 
press, Inc., Springfield, Mo. Common car- 
rier, Over a regular route, transporting 
general commodities, including Class A and 
B explosives but excluding those of unusual 
value, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, commodi- 
ties requiring special equipment, and those 
injurious or contaminating to other lading, 
between junction U.S. Highways 65 and 60 
(south of Springfield, Mo.), and junction 
U.S. Highways 60 and 61 (at Sikeston, Mo.), 
over U.S. Highway 60, serving no intermedi- 
ate points, for operating convenience and 
joinder purposes only, as a connecting route, 
in connection with regular route operations 
(a) between Springfield, Mo., and Hollister, 
Mo., and (b) between Memphis, Tenn., and 
St. Louis, Mo. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Ala., Ark., Ill., Kan., 
La., Miss., Mo., Okla., and Tenn. 

MC-83835, Sub. 34, Wales Trucking Co., 
Dallas, Tex. Common carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting machinery, equipment, 
materials, and supplies used in, or in con- 
nection with, the discovery, development, 
production, refining, manufacturing, pro- 
cessing, storage, transmission, and distribu- 
tion of natural gas and petroleum and their 
products and by-products; and machinery, 
equipment, materials, and supplies used in, 
or in connection with the construction, 
operation, repair, servicing, maintenance 
and dismantling of pipelines, including the 
stringing and picking up thereof except the 
stringing and picking up of pipe in connec- 
tion with main or trunk pipelines, between 
points in Ili., Ind., Ky., Mich., O., Pa., and 
W.Va. Applicant has authority to conduct 
operations in Ark., Ind., Ia., Kan., Colo., IIl., 
Ky., La., Minn., Mo., Mont., Neb., N.M., N.D., 
Okla., S.D., Tex., Wyo., O., Mich., Pa., W.Va., 
and Utah. Duplication with present author- 
ity to be eliminated. 


MC-87231, Sub. 3 (amended), Bay & Bay 
Transfer Co., Inc., Minneapolis, Minn. Com- 
mon carrier, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing (1) commodities in bulk, such as those 
which consist of a homogenous mass, of such 
size that they cannot be handled piece by 
piece and must be poured, scooped, or 
shoveled, but not including liquids, in tank 
or hopper vehicles, and in bags or containers, 
(a) between points in Minnesota, Superior, 
Wis., Fargo, Grand Forks, and Valley City, 
N.D., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Mont., N.D., S.D., Neb., Kan., Ia., 
Ill., Wis., and points in the upper peninsula 
of Michigan, and (b) between points in 
Minnesota. Transportation of commodities 
in (1) above, in bags or containers, is to be 
restricted to a movement at the same time 
and in or on the same vehicle of the same 
or similar commodities as are being moved 
in bulk, and is further to be restricted so 
that the weight of the commodities moved 
in bags or containers will not exceed five 
per cent of the weight of the commodities 
transported in bulk; (2) salt, in bulk, in 
tank or hopper vehicles, from Milwaukee, 
Wis., Chicago, Ill., and Hutchinson, Kan., 
to points in Mont., N.D., S.D., Ia., Minn., 
Wis., Ill., and points in the upper peninsula 
of Michigan. Applicant is authorized to 


conduct operations in Minn., Ia., S.D., N.D., 
and Wis. 


MC-92983, Sub. 113, Eldon Miller, Inc., 
Iowa City, Ia. Common carrier, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting acids and chemicals, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Peoria, IIl., 
and Terre Haute, Ind., to points in Colo., 
Kan., and Neb. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Ark., Colo., Ill., Ind., 
Ia., Kan., Ky., Minn., Mo., Neb., N.D., O., 
Okla., S.D., Tenn., Tex., and W.Va. 


MC-93003, Sub. 33, Carroll Trucking Co., 
Huntington, W.Va. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting structural 
steel, from Huntington, W.Va., to points in 
S.C., Ga., Fla., and Ala., and empty con- 
tainers or other such incidental facilities 
(not specified) used in transporting the 
commodities specified, on return movements. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct opera- 
tions in Ky., Mich., N.C., O., Pa., Tenn., Va., 
and W.Va. 


MC-95070, Sub. 3, Chappell’s, Portland, Ore. 
Common carrier, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting lumber, between points in Douglas 
and Coos counties, Ore., and those in 
Yakima, Franklin, Kittitas, Grant, Adams, 
Walla Walla, Columbia, Douglas, and Lincoln 
counties, Wash. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Ore., and Wash. 


MC-107139, Sub. 4, Riverside Warehouses, 
Inc., Spokane, Wash. Common carrier, over 


irregular routes, transporting cement, in 
sacks and in bulk, from cement plants 
located in eastern Washington to (1) points 
in Benewah, Bonner, Boundary, Clearwater, 
Idaho, Latah, Lewis, Kootenai, Nez Perce 
and Shoshone counties, Ida.; (2) points in 
that part of Montana on and west of a direct 
north-south line extending from the north- 
west corner of Wyoming to the Canadian 
border; and (3) points in Morrow, Wallowa, 
Umatilla and Union counties, Ore. 

MC-107336, Sub. 9, George W. Pillers, Jr. 
and Robert E. Pillers, dba Car Carrier Co., 
Lincoln, Neb. Common carrier, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting new automobiles 
and new automobile chassis, in truckaway 
service, in initial movements, from Kenosha, 
Wis., to points in Ida., Mont., Ore., S.D., 
and Wash. Authority applied for to be re- 
stricted to transportation of vehicles manu- 
factured by the Hudson Motor Car Division 
of American Motors, Inc. Applicant is au- 
— to conduct operations in Mich., and 

MC-107496, Sub. 55, Ruan Transport Cor- 
poration, Des Moines, Ia. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting fertilizer 
and fertilizer ingredients, in bulk, in hopper 
vehicles, between points in IIll., Ia., Kan.., 
Minn., Mo., Neb., N.D., S.D., and Wis. 

MC-109689, Sub. 22, W. S. Hatch Co., Woods 
Cross, Utah. Common carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting caustic soda, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from points in Clark 
County, Nev., to points in Utah, Ida., and 
Colo., and contaminated shipments on re- 
turn movements. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Ida., Nev., and Utah. 

MC-109734, Sub. 67, System Tank Lines, 
Inc., Los Angeles, Calif. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting petroleum 
and petroleum products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, between Ferndale (Neptune Beach) 
and Anacortes, Wash., and points within 10 
miles of each, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Washington. Applicant 
is authorized to conduct operations in 
Wash., Ore., Ida., and Mont. 

MC-110045, Sub. 5, Frank Marcello, dba 
Marcello’s Service, Quakertown, Pa. Con- 
tract carrier, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing shirts, in boxes, from Elizabethville and 
Gratz, Pa., to New York, N.Y.; and empty 
boxes, buttons, and processed piece goods, 
from New York, N.Y., to Elizabethville and 
Gratz, Pa. Applicant is authorized to con- 
duct operations in N.Y., and Pa. 

MC-110525, Sub. 250, Chemical Tank Lines, 
Inc., Downingtown, Pa. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting acids and 
chemicals (including but not restricted to 
those classified in Ex Parte MC-45), in bulk, 
in tank vhicles, from points in the Phila- 
delphia (Pa.) commercial zone, as defined 
by the Commission, to points in Middlesex 
County, NJ. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Ala., Conn., Del., Ill., 
Ind., Ky., Md., Mass., Mich., Minn., Mo., 
May Mista ma, ©. Bh. Bi., Tenn., Tes., 
Va., W.Va., and D.C. 

MC-110603, Sub. 7, Hi-Way Dispatch, Inc., 
Marion, Ind. Contract carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting used pallets, platforms 
and skids (metal or wooden), between Mil- 
waukee, Wis., Covington and Louisville, Ky., 
St. Louis, Joplin, St. Joseph, North Kansas 
City and Kansas City, Mo., points in that 
part of Illinois on and north of U.S. High- 
way 136, those in that part of Ohio on and 
west of Ohio Highway 3, and those in Michi- 
gan on, south, and east of Michigan High- 
way 46, on the one hand, and, Marion, Ind., 
on the other. 


MC-111072, Sub. 11, Alice K. Lusha and 
James H. Lusha, dba Lusha Trucking Co., 
West DePere, Wis. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Lemont, Ill., to points in Brown, Calumet, 
Dodge, Door, Fond du Lac, Green Lake, 


Kenosha, Kewaunee, Langlade, Lincoln, 
Manitowoc, Marathon, Marinette, Marquette, 
Milwaukee, Oconto, Outagamie, Ozaukee, 


Portage, Racine, Shawano, Sheboygan, Tay- 
lor, Washington, Waukesha, Waupaca, Wau- 
shara, Winnebago, and Wood counties, Wis. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct opera- 
tions in Ill., Mich., and Wis. 


MC-113617, Sub. 5, L. D. Easter, E. M. 
Easter, M. E. Easter, L. W. Easter, L. B. 
Easter and M. M. Morse, dba Highway Trans- 
port Co., Des Moines, Ia. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting automo- 
biles, in initial movements, in truckaway 
service, from Kenosha, Wis. to points in 
Ida., Ia., Minn., Mont., N.D., S.D., Utah and 
Wyo. Applicant is authorized to conduct 
operations in Wis., Colo., Kan., Neb., and Ia. 


MC-113988, Sub. 1, Tri-State Produce 
Transport, Inc., Portland, Ore. Common car- 
rier, over irregular routes, transporting oil 
cake meal, such as cottonseed, soybean, 
linseed, and safflower, from points in 
Fresno, Kings, Kern, Los Angeles, Tulare, 
Madera, and Merced counties, Calif., to 
points in Multnomah, Benton, Lane, Tilla- 
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mook, Washington, Linn, Polk, Marion, 
hill, and Clackamas counties, Ore., anc bo, 
shooks, from points in Crook, Grant, inn 
and Multnomah counties, Ore., to poin's jp 
Riverside, San Diego, Orange, Los An: ele 
Kern, Tulare, Fresno, Madera, Merced 
Stanislaus, San Joaquin, and Imperial coun. 
ties, Calif. 

MC-114700, Sub. 1, A. W. Johnson ang 
Z. V. Stephenson, Jr., dba A. W. Johnson 
& Co., Benson, N.C. Contract carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting fertilizer, anq 
fertilizer products, from Wilmington and 
Navassa, N.C. to points in Chesterfield, Dar- 
lington, Dillon, Florence, Georgetown, Horry 
Marion, Marlboro and Williamsburg cou ties 
S.C., located within 150 miles of Wilming.- 
ton, N.C., and empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified) used 
in transporting the commodities specified 
on return movement. 

MC-114992 (amended), E. Wiley Clark and 
Wilfred W. Norton, dba C & N Transporta- 
tion Co., Grand Rapids, Mich. Common car- 
rier, over irregular routes, transporting (1) 
new furniture and bus and automotive seat- 
ing, uncrated, from Grand Rapids, Mich 
and points within 30 miles of Grand Rapids 
to points in Ariz., Calif., Nev., N.M., and 
Utah, and damaged shipments on return, 
and (2) new furniture, uncrated, from points 
in California to points in Michigan, and 
damaged shipments on return. 

MC-115020, Loomis Armored Car Service 
Inc., Seattle, Wash. Contract carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting coin and bul- 
lion, between the U.S. mint, San Francisco 
Calif., the Federal Reserve Bank of San 
Francisco, San Francisco, Calif., and the 
branches thereof at Portland, Ore., Seattle 
Wash., Salt Lake City, Utah, and Helena 
Mont. 

MC-115032, Jacob Gross, dba Gross’ Mes- 
senger Service, Philadelphia, Pa. Common 
carrier, over a regular route, transporting 
jewelry, and parts to repair same, between 
Philadelphia, Pa., and Bridgeton, N.J., op- 
erating from Philadelphia over the Delaware 
River Bridge to Camden, N.J., thence over 
New Jersey Highway 47 to Millville NJ., 
thence over New Jersey Highway 49 to 
Bridgeton, and return from Bridgeton over 
New Jersey Highway 77 to junction unnum- 
bered county road to Woodruffs, N.J., thence 
over unnumbered county highway to junc- 
tion New Jersey Highway 47, thence over 
New Jersey Highway 47 to Philadelphia, 
serving all intermediate points. 

MC-115033, O. W. Wiley, Plainview, Minn. 
Common carrier, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting butter, from Elgin, Minn., to Du- 
buque, Ia., and new butter cartons, knocked 
down flat, on return movements. 

MC-115034 (amended), John Clay McPher- 
son and Clyde L. McPherson, dba McPherson 
Bros. Transports, Tulsa, Okla. Common 
carrier, over irregular routes, transporting 
asphalt, and road oil and residual fuel oils, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Cushing, 
Cleveland, Drumright, Okmulgee and Tulsa, 
Okla., to points in Arkansas. 


MC-115036, T. V. Van Tassel and Floyd 
Van Tassel, dba T. V. & Floyd Van Tassel, 
Pittsburg, Kan. Contract carrier, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting clay and clay 
products, from Pittsburg, Kan., to points in 
Kan., Mo., and Neb., and agricultural prod- 
ucts, on return movements. 


MC-115042, Charles H. Kendrick, Westboro, 
Mass. Contract carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting foundry sands, crushed rock 
and flagstone, (1) from Holliston, Mass., to 
points in Me., N.H., Vt., R.I., Conn., and 
N.Y.; (2) from Albany, N.Y., to points in 
Me., N.H., Vt., Mass., R.I., and Conn.; and 
(3) from Poultney, Vt., to points in Me. 
N.H., Mass., R.I., and Conn.; and empty 
containers or other such incidental facilities 
(not specified) used in transporting the 
commodities specified, on return movement. 


am.- 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 





No. 15652, supplemental. A. T. Leary, an 
individual, lessee of the Beaufort & More- 


head Railroad, asks authority to extenc the 
term of the lease from May 7, 1957, to May 
31, 1970. 
* * a 
No. 16213, supplemental, Kansas, Oklah ma 
& Gulf Railway Co., of Oklahoma asks 4U- 
thority to modify the lease of the rai! oad 


and property of the Kansas, Oklahom & 
Gulf Railway Co., of Texas to allow | sor 
a deduction for depreciation on its ad 
property for income tax purposes. 


No. 18685, supplemental, Southern Ra! ‘ay 
Co., asks approval of additional increase nd 
alteration of Southern’s control of the ‘ D- 
cinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific F :il- 
way Co., as might result from the merg: 0° 
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November 27, 1954 


soutnuwestern Construction Co., into the 
c. N. O. & T. P. in order to accomplish 
corporate simplification and eliminate dupli- 
cate and cumbersome corporate action which 
it said was caused by the necessity for act- 
ing through Southewestern. 

* 


No. 18731, supplemental. Kansas City 
Southern Railway Co., records the acceptance 
of a bid by First Boston Corporation and 
Halsey, Stuart and Co., Inc., with respect to 
the railway’s $50,000,000 principal amount 
first mortgage 30-year bonds, Series C, at a 
purchase price of 101.14 per cent and an 
interest rate of 314 per cent. 

* a * 


No. 18748, Central Freight Lines, Inc., 
Waco, Tex., asks authority to issue $25,000 
of long-term notes to obtain funds to be 
used for construction of a new terminal in 
Taylor, Tex. 














* * * 


No. 18749, Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad Co., asks authority to issue, $4,800,- 
000 principal amount of equipment trust 
certificates. Among the equipment proposed 
to be purchased through the proceeds of the 
certificates are 150 new refrigerator cars, 200 
seventy-ton covered hopper cars, 100 new 
“airslige’’ covered hopper cars, 100 box cars, 
and certain passenger cars. 















+ a * 

No. 18750, Floyd G. Hendren, Jr., Portland, 
Ore., asks authority to transfer to himself 
the water carrier operating rights of M. R. 
Hallett, doing business as . R. Hallett 
Towing Co., Portland, as set forth in the 
amended certificate and order in W-481. 

oa * 






No. 18753, Missouri Pacific Railroad Co., 
asks authority to issue $4,575,000 principal 
amount of its equipment trust certificates, 
Series YY for the purpose of acquiring 14 
1,750-horse power diesel-electric road switch- 
ers, and 22 1,600-horse power diesel-electric 
road switchers. 











* * 


No. 18754, Texas & Pacific Railway Co., 
asks authority to issue $1,350,000 principal 
amount of its equipment trust certificates, 
Series P for the purpose of acquiring 200 
box cars and 15 cabooses. . 

+ 


MC-F-5835, Navajo Freight 
Denver, Colo., asks authority 
certain operating rights and 
Mervyn M. Comstock, doing 
Smith Transfer, Manteca, Calif. 

* * 


MC-F-5837, M.C.M. Transportation Co., 
Inc., Newport, R.I., asks authority to pur- 
chase certain operating rights of Touchette’s 
Express, West Warwick, R.I. 

* ok 7~ 


MC-F-5838, Rodgers Motor Lines, Inc., 
Scranton, Pa., asks authority to purchase 
the operating rights and certain property 
of L. S. Filbert, Inc., Philadelphia, Pa. 


* * * 


MC-F-5839, Transcon Lines, Los Angeles, 
Calif.. asks authority to acquire control of 
Keystone Freight Lines, Inc., Tulsa, Okla., 
through ownership of capital stock. 

* * /” 

MC-F-5840, Virginia Stage Lines, Inc., 
Charlotteville, Va., asks authority to pur- 
chase certain operating rights and property 
of Trailways of New England, Inc., Edward 
L. O'Brien, trustee, West Springfield, Mass. 

* * * 


MC-F-5841, Service Transfer & Storage, 
Inc., LaCrosse, Wis., asks authority to acquire 
control of all operating rights of Earl F. 
Schultz, doing business as Service Transfer 
& Storage Co., LaCrosse. 

ok * * 


MC-F-5842, Midwest Motor Express, Inc., 









Lines, Inc., 
to purchase 
property of 
business as 


































Bismarck, N.D., asks authority to purchase 
certa'n operating rights of E. E. and Theresa 
A. Culp, doing business as Culp Truck Lines, 
Dickinson, N.D. 












- ITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 






Nc. 30976, National Hay Association, Inc., 
et v. A. & R., et al. Defendants ask 
nir day postponement of effective date of 
ord of Oct. 4 and establishment of pre- 
Scr, -d rates on ten days’ notice. 

* * * 
41468, Elcon Products, Inc. v. C. B. & Q., 
et Complainant asks argument. 
a * * 


i ance 16575, Lackawanna and Wyoming 
Vai y R.R. Co. Reorganization (Second). 
No: .an Harris, and E. M. Watters, Jr., coun- 
Sel trustee, ask continuance of maximum 
lir within which compensation for services 
ma be fixed. 
















* * * 


‘ance 18103, Western Maryland Ry. Co. 








Securities Modification. Willis D. Wood, et al., 
ask reconsideration. 
ck x x 
MC-C-1587, Heuer Truck Lines, Inc.—Re- 
vocation of Certificate. Respondent asks 

reconsideration. 
ok * * 

I. & S. M-3035, Substituted Rail Service by 
Red Ball Transfer Co. Illinois-Minnesota 
Motor Carriers’ Conference, Inc., asks recon- 
sideration of order of Aug. 30, 1950. 

* * x 


No. 31254, Skelly Oil Co. v. A. & S., et al. 
Complainant asks leave to file petition for 
reopening and reconsideration, submitted 
therewith. 

ae * cS 

I. & S. 6241, Pig Iron—Buffalo Group, N.Y. 
to Saginaw, Mich.; F.S.A. 29480, Pig Iron to 
Saginaw, Mich.; No. 31595, Great Lakes Ship 
Owners Assn. v. A. A., et al. Great Lakes 
Ship Owners Assn. moves consolidation of 
proceedings for determination by Commis- 
sion. 

* * x 

I. & S. 6272, Paper and Pulpwood—to 
Pacific Coast. States Marine Corp. of Del. 
asks reconsideration of order of suspension. 

of ok o* 


MC-30697, Sub. 32, R. E. Dieckbrader Ex- 
tension—Ky. Applicant asks reconsideration. 
* * * 


MC-75185, Sub. 204, Service Trucking Co., 
Inc. Peter Hollebrand and Stevens Truck 
Lines, Inc. ask reopening and rehearing. 

co * * 


MC-C-1708, Dennis Trucking Co., et al. v. 
W. J. Dillner Transfer Co. Defendant asks 
modification or vacation of order of Oct. 18 
and dismissal of complaint. 

a oo * 


MC-C-1729, Middlewest Motor Freight Bu- 
reau v. American Transit Lines, Inc., et al. 
Robertson Transportation Co. moves dis- 
missal of complaint against it. 

* * » 


No. 13528, Investigation of Power Brakes 
and Appliances for Operating Power Brake 
Systems (Amended). Western Pacific R.R. 
Co. asks extension until Dec. 31, 1956, of 
time within which to equip its non-revenue, 
non-interchange outfit and work cars with 
AB power brakes and appliances. 

* * * 


No. 31109, Food Machinery and Chemical 
Corp., Niagara Chemical Division v. N. Y. C., 
et al. Central Territory railroad defendants 
ask reopening, and reconsideration by entire 
Commission and argument. 

* * * 


No. 31351, Texas Eastern Transmission 
Corp. v. L. & N., et al. Complainant asks 
reconsideration. 


%* * * 


No. 31362, Marine Engineering & Supply 
Co. v. A. & S., et al.; No. 31366, Same v. 
L. V., et al.; No. 31435, Same v. A. & S., et al. 
Complainant asks reopening for reconsidera- 
tion by entire Commission. 

cs * * 


_ No. 31629, Consolidated Mining and Smelt- 
ing Co. of Canada, Ltd., et al. v. N. Y. C., 
et al. Western Trunk Line defendants move 
dismissal of complaint without hearing. 

« oe * 


MC-43888, Sub. 1, Jess R. Neufeld (Exten- 
sion) Raritan Township, N.J. Joint North- 
eastern Motor Carrier Association, Inc. asks 
stay of order and rehearing. 

* * * 


MC-106379, Sub. 12, et al., Gulf South- 
western Transportation Co. Applicant asks 
immediate release of authority recommended 
in Sub. 12 proceedings, restricted to permit 
reopening on fitness issue if necessary. 

* eS * 


MC-114617, Sub. 1, Olde Tyme Foods, Inc. 
Applicant asks argument. 
oS * cs 

MC-114981, Sub. 1 TA, George Harvey Corp. 
Applicant asks reconsideration of order of 
Oct. 28, denying temporary authority. 

HK * * 


I. & S. M-6591, Iron & Steel—Between 
Central, Trunk Line, New England. New 
England Motor Rate Bureau, Inc. asks con- 
tinuance of matter under suspension at least 
insofar as &ddition cf states of Mass. and 
R.I. to Item No. 480Z of Sup. No. 144 of 
Tariff MFICC No. 50 of Motor Carriers Tariff 
Bureau, Inc., Agent, is concerned, pending 
complete investigation by Commission. 

co x * 


MC-F-5608, Alfred E. Dean — Purchase — 
Knowles Vans, Inc. Aero Mavfiower Transit 
Co., Inc., et al., ask reconsideration, stay of 
effective date pending reconsideration and 
issuance of order reopening application for 
purpose of receiving newly discovered evi- 
dence. 

ok * * 

MC-F-5751, P. W. Keely—Control; Valley 
Freight Lines, Inc. — Purchase — Hazel M. 
Foulke. Applicants ask reconsideration of 
order of Oct. 27. 


* * * 


MC-F-5787, Samuel Raitzin—Control Brod- 





icc NEWS 


beck Trucking Co., Inc. Applicant asks dis- 
missal of application contingent upon grant 
of temporary authority. 


* a a 

I. & S. 6067, Sand & Gravel, from, to, and 
between Southern Points; No. 31323, Sand & 
Gravel from and to South. United States 
Department of Agriculture concurs in and 
supports southern rail carriers’ petition for 
vacation in I. & S. 6067 and discontinuance 
of investigation in No. 31323, without prej- 
udice. 

ok * * 

MC-C-1662, United States of America v. 
New York and New Brunswick Auto Ex- 
press Co., Inc., et al. Defendant asks vaca- 
tion, reopening and leave to file statement 
of facts and argument. 

* * 


I. & S. M-6564, Paint Materials and Zinc— 
From Palmerton, Pa. Middle Atlantic Con- 
ference asks vacation of suspension order 
of Oct. 28, in part. 





C omya laints 





No. 31643, Sub. 1, Barnes and Cone, Inc., 
Syracuse, N.Y., et al. v. Delaware & 
Hudson Railroad Corporation, et al. 

Alleges rates on cinders, coal ashes or 
coal cinders, in carload lots, from points 
in Pennsylvania to points in New York, 
within the statutory period, in violation 
of section 1. Asks cease and desist order, 
rates and reparation. Modified procedure 
ordered. (Henry E. Ketner, State-Plant- 
ers Bank Building, Richmond, Va.) 

* * * 


No. 31649, Tube Turns, division of Na- 
tional Cylinder Gas Co., Louisville, 
Ky. v. Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 
Co., et al. 

Alleges rates on pipe fittings, iron or 
steel, N.O.1.B.N., from points in Alabama 
and Kentucky, to points in Delaware, 
Maryland, North Carolina, Pennsyl- 
vania, Virginia, West Virginia, and Dis- 
trict of Columbia, in the period from Jan- 
uary 1, 1952 to March 15, 1954, in viola- 
tion of section 6. Asks reparation of 
$6,500. (R. J. Tyler, General Traffic Man- 
ager.) 

ce * * 

No. 31650, The Chas. H. Lilly Co., Seattle, 
Wash. v. Great Northern Railway. 

Alleges rates on animal manure from 
Kevin, Mont., to points in Oregon, Wash- 
ington and New Westminister, British 
Columbia, Canada, within the statutory 
period, in violation of sections 1 and 3. 
Asks cease and desist order rates and 
reparation of $2,770.72. Modified pro- 
cedure ordered. (H. E. Franklin, Jr., 1900 
Alaskan Way, Seattle, Wash.) 

* * * 


No. 31651, Rosedale Foundry and Ma- 
chine Co., Pittsburgh, Pa. v. Erie 
Railroad Co., et al. 

Alleges rates on numerous carloads of 
sand from Erie Geauga Lake, O., to 
Pittsburgh, Pa., in the last two years 
and on shipments moving pendente lite, 
in violation of section 1. Asks cease 
and desist order, rates and reparation 
of $1,000. (L. V. Brandt, 1240 West Law- 
rence Avenue, Chicago 40, Ill.) 

* * x 


No. 31652, Deepfreeze Appliance division 
of Motor Products Corporation, North 
Chicago, Ill. v. Chicago & North 
Western Railway Co., et al. 

Alleges rates on cooling boxes or re- 
frigerators, and cooling or freezing ap- 
paratus combined, other than store dis- 
play, electric ranges and water heaters, 
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from North Chicago and Upton, IIl., to 

points in Western Trunk Line, South- 

western and Southern territories in the 
last two years and on shipments moving 

pendente lite, in violation of section 1. 

Asks cease and desist order, rates and 

reparation of $5,000. Modified procedure 

ordered. (L. V. Brandt, 1240 West Law- 

rence Avenue, Chicago 40, Ill.) 

ca ok * 

No. 31653, The Federal Foundry Supply 
Co., Cleveland, O. v. Chicago, Bur- 
lington & Quincy Railroad, et al. 

Alleges rates on numerous carloads of 
sand, from points in Illinois and Wiscon- 
sin to points in Ohio and Illinois, in the 
last two years and on shipments moving 

pendente lite, in violation of section 1. 

Asks cease and desist order, rates and 

reparation of $1,000. (L. V. Brandt, 1240 

West Lawrence Avenue, Chicago 40, Til.) 

oe * * 


No. 31654, Robertshaw Thermostat di- 
vision Robertshaw Fulton Controls 
Co., Youngwood, Pa. v. Boston & 
Maine Railroad, et al. 

Alleges rates on numerous carloads of 
sand from points in Indiana, Rhode 
Island and New York, to Scottdale, Pa., 
in the last two years and on shipments 
moving pendente lite, in violation of 
section 1. Asks cease and desist order, 
rates and reparation of $1,000. (L. V. 
Brandt, 1240 West Lawrence Avenue, 
Chicago 40, Ill.) 

+ * *~ 

No. 31655, Piute Packing Co., Wible Or- 
chard, Calif., et al. v. Atchison, To- 
peka & Santa Fe Railway Co., et al. 

Allege rates on fresh meats, from points 
in California to points in Texas and Colo- 
rado in 1951 and 1952, in violation of 
section 1. Ask reparation in the amounts 
of $6,329.22, $3,331.06, and $925.68. Modi- 
fied procedure ordered. (Elwell Eastman, 
4101-A Perlita Avenue, Los Angeles 
39, Calif.) 

% + + 

No. 31658, Schenley Distillers, Inc., New 
York City v. Cincinnati, New Orleans 
& Texas Pacific Railway Co., et al. 

Alleges rates on 41 tank carloads of 
ethyl alcohol, bond, from Lawrenceburg, 
Ind., to Stagg, Ky., on and after May 
30, 1952, in violation of sections 1 3, 4, 
and 6. Asks cease and desist order, rates 
and reparation of $3,000. Modified pro- 
cedure ordered. (Norman J. Rudell, 350 
Fifth Avenue, New York 1, N.Y.) 

om * * 


No. 31659, Wolverine Shoe and Tanning 
Corporation, Rockford, Mich., v. At- 
chison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
way Co., et al. 

Alleges rates on green salted hides 
and/or pickled hog skins, from points 
in Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota and Nebras- 
ka on one hand, and, on other, points 
in Michigan, in the last two years and 
on shipments moving pendente lite, in 
violation of section 1. Asks cease and 
desist order, rates and reparation. Modi- 
fied procedure ordered. (L. V. Brandt, 
ge — Lawrence Avenue, Chicago 

, Il.) 


* * * 


No. 31660, Arkansas Intrastate Freight 
Rates and Charges. 

Investigation instituted by the Com- 
mission, division 1, into railroad intra- 
state rates and charges in Arkansas for 
transporting property, including sand 
and gravel, crushed stone, agricultural 
limestone in open top cars; cement; 





asphalt rock, stone, etc., coated; and 


silica sand in box cars. 
ok * * 

No. 31661, Gilman Paper Co., Gilman, 
Vt. v. Seaboard Air Line Railroad 
Co., and St. Marys Railroad Co. 

Alleges rates on woodpulp, N.O.I.B.N., 
from St. Marys, Ga., to Jacksonville, 

Fla., in the statutory period, in viola- 

tion of section 1. Asks reparation of 

$24,278.11. Modified procedure ordered. 

(Walter J. Hasting, 546 74th Street, 

Brooklyn 9, N.Y.) 

aE 


No. 31662, International Trading Corpo- 
ration, Seattle, Wash. v. New York 
Central Railroad Co., et al. 

Alleges charges sought to be collected 
by New York Central Railroad on ship- 
ments of Parana pine lumber, shipped 
in 1950, from Baltimore, Md., to Miamis- 
burg, O., with stop in transit at Elkins, 
W.Va., unjust and unreasonable. Modi- 
fied procedure ordered. 


* * * 


No. 31663, Commutation Fares Between 
New York, New Jersey and Penn- 
sylvania. 

Investigation instituted by the Com- 
mission, division 2, into tariffs of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad, Central Railroad 
Co., of New Jersey, Erie Railroad, Read- 
ing Co., Lehigh Valley Railroad and the 
New Jersey & New York Railroad pub- 
lishing increased commutation fares be- 
tween New York, New Jersey and Penn- 


sylvania. 
- ca ca 


MC-C-1732, Refrigerated Transport Co., 
Inc., and Watkins Motor Lines, Inc. 
v. Central & Southern Truck Lines, 
Inc. 

Allege defendant operating in the 
transportation of specified commodities 
using refrigeration between points in 
midwest and points in the south in vio- 
lation of section 206. Asks cease and de- 
sist order. (Allan Watkins, 214 Grant 
Building, Atlanta, Ga., and Joseph H. 
Blackshear, P.O. Box 395, Gainesville, 
Ga.) 


* * ad 


MC - C - 1735, Stanley Home Products, 
Easthampton, Mass. v. Denver Chi- 
cago Trucking Co., Inc. 

Alleges rates on 16 _ less-truckload 
shipments of plastic salt and pepper 
shakers and plastic dishes, from Los 
Angeles, Calif., to Zanesville, O., received 
in the period January 3, 1949, to April 
26, 1949, inclusive, in violation of section 
216. Asks administrative determina- 
tion. Modified procedure ordered. 
(Simon & Eisenberg, 1029 East 163rd 
Street, New York 59, N.Y.) 

* ue ok 


MC-C-1737, Grinnell Co., Inc., Provi- 
dence, R.I. v. Plaza Express Co., 
Inc. 

Alleges rates on cast iron ripe, fittings, 
hangers, bars, rods and tools, from Mem- 
phis, Tenn., to Chicago, Ill., in and after 
1951, in violation of sections 216 and 217. 
Asks administrative determination, cease 
and desist order and rates. Modified 
procedure ordered. (L. V. Brandt, 1240 
West Lawrence Avenue, Chicago 40, Il.) 


* * * 


MC-C-1738, Globe-Union, Inc., Milwau- 
kee, Wis. v. Transamerican Freight 
Lines, Inc. 

Alleges rates on shipments of zircon- 
ium oxide, from Niagara Falls, N.Y., to 
Milwaukee, Wis., in and after 1949, in 
violation of sections 216 and 217. Asks 
administrative determination, cease and 
desist order, and rates. Modified pro- 
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MC-C-1740, Vincent McCall Co., Keno. 
sha, Wis. v. Royal Transit, Inc 

Alleges rates on furniture parts, ‘ron 
Canton, Miss., to Kenosha, in and afte 
1947 and 1948, in violation of section 
216 and 217. Asks administrative deter. 
mination, cease and desist order, an 
rates. Modified procedure ordered 
(L. V. Brandt, 1240 West Lawrence Ave. 
nue, Chicago 40, Ill.) 
ok a 















us 





MC-C-1741, Southern Woodenware Co, 
Nashville, Tenn. v. Hays Freight 
Lines. 

Alleges rates on numerous truckload 
shipments of fibreboard paper boxes from 
Marion, Ind., to Nashville, Tenn., in and 
after 1948, in violation of section 21s 
and 217. Asks administrative determi- 
nation, cease and desist order, and rates 
Modified procedure ordered. (L. V 
Brandt, 1240 West Lawrence Avenue 
Chicago 40, Ill.) 

~ 













* 





MC-C-1742, Pioneer Engineering Works 
Inc., Minneapolis, Minn. v. Chippewa 
Motor Freight, Inc. 

Alleges rates on numerous truckload 
shipments of tractor wheel assembly en- 
gine parts from Chicago, IIl., to Minne- 
apolis, in 1951, in violation of sections 
216 and 217. Asks administrative deter- 
mination, cease and desist order, and 
rates. Modified procedure ordered. (L 
V. Brandt, 1240 West Lawrence Avenue, 
Chicago 40, Ill.) 

* 












* + 





MC-C-1743, Schaefer, Inc., Minneapolis, 
Minn. v. Hennepin Transportation 
Co. 

Alieges rates on numerous truckload 
shipments of steel pipe or tubing from 
Detroit, Mich., to Minneapolis, in and 
after 1952, in violation of section 216. 
Asks administrative determination, cease 
and desist order, and rates. Modified 
procedure ordered. (L. V. Brandt, 1240 
West Lawrence Avenue, Chicago 40, Ill) 

* * * 

















MC-F-5834, Continental Transfer & Stor- 
age Co., Inc.—Investigation of Con- 












































trol—Eagle Van Lines, Inc. timo: 
Investigation instituted by the Com-§ wj; 
mission, division 4, on its own motion, Bina 
to determine if control or management Bip t} 
of Eagle Van Lines, Inc., is in a common § ants 
interest with Continental Transfer and the } 
Storage Co., Inc., in violation of section 5. § tion 
in f 

tion 
unde 
Proposed Reports 4 
thar 
exar 

° Co. 
Examiner Would Extend tot 
+ . Was 
Carrier’s Water Rights Stes 
Examiner Francis A. Clifford, by 4 634. 
proposed report after hearing in W -939, T 
Sub. 7, New London Freight Lines, Inc., f Tefe 
Extension—Southhold, has recomme ded § the 
that the Commission authorize e*ten- f © 
sion of the operations of the app): ant, 1 
of Eastport, Long Island, N.Y., as a OM § sai, 
mon carrier by self-propelled vessel. _§ tio) 
He said New London Freight Lin: », 2 J a; 
addition to its present authority, s! ould J ;,... 
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between New London, Conn., and © ient ; 
Point, Long Island, N.Y., and passe: zers § th: 
and general commodities, including aU- § 
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trailers, and trucks, loaded and er pty, § the 
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overmber 27, 1954 


hetween Orient Point and East Marion, 
ong island, N.Y., on the one hand, and, 
yn the other, Saybrook, Conn. 


Asecond amended certificate and order 
uperseding and canceling a _ present 
pmended certificate and order of May 
13, 1949, should be issued, said the ex- 
iner. 

Examiner Clifford recommended with- 
olding of a third amended certificate 
overing the operations proposed between 
mast Marion and Saybrook pending a 
howing by the applicant that an ob- 
stacle to its serving East Marion had 
heen removed and that it was ready to 
pegin operation. The examiner said the 
applicant had been unable to institute 
this service as its application for a permit 
to install terminal facilities at East 
Marion had not yet been granted by the 
New York land grant commissioners. He 
aid the applicant, however, had indi- 
cated that it was ready and able to begin 
the East Marion-Saybrook service when 
this disability was removed. 





Towing of ‘Liberty Ships’ 
For Use in Grain Storage 


Found Exempt by Examiner 


The towage of empty and loaded 
vessels used in the government’s 
program of storing bulk grain aboard 
World War II type Liberty ships has 
been found exempt from regulation 
under part III of the interstate 
commerce act, by Examiner O. L. 
Mohundro, in a proposed report in 
No. 31552, McAllister Lighterage Line, 
Inc., et al. v. Dalzell Towing Co., Inc., 
et al. 


Examiner Mohundro said that the op- 
erations complained of were the tow- 
ing of vessels used in the storage of 
grain between anchorages in the Hud- 
son and James Rivers, and points in 
the harbors of New York City and Bal- 
timore, Md., and Norfolk. Va. 


With respect to the towing of vessels 
loaded with grain from the loading point 
to the reserve fleets, he said, complain- 
ants maintained that in order to have 
the benefit of the bulk commodity exemp- 
tion a carrier must, in effect, be engaged 
in freighting, or the actual transporta- 
tion of commodities in its own vessels 
under contracts of affreightment. 


A carrier engaged solely in towing 
operations was no less a water carrier 


than one engaged in freighting, the 
exam ner said, citing Cornell Steamboat 
Co. Contract Carrier Application, 250 
LC.C. 301, and adding that that decision 
Was upheld by the court in Cornell 
—g boat Co. v. United States, 321 U.S. 


T! > examiner said that complainants 


tefe:red to certain decisions in which 
a ommission distinguished between 
V 


g and freighting. 

T © distinction was made, however, he 
saic in connection with the interpreta- 
tor and description of the operating 
aut ority held or required for the per- 
for’ ance of certain operation. 

I fendants were water carriers within 
the neaning of the act and were entitled 
to ne bulk commodity exemption, he 
Sal’. adding that the grain loaded into 
the vessels was a bulk commodity, and 


the towing by defendants of vessels so 
loaded were therefore exempt from regu- 
lation as provided in section 303(b). 


As to a determination whether the 
towing of empty vessels from the reserve 
fleet to docks in the designated harbors 
for loading with grain was likewise 
exempt, or whether operating authority 
was required, Examiner Mohundro said 
that the Commission had held that tow- 
ing which was “incidental to” towage 
specifically exempt by the act, was also 
exempt. 


In such decisions in which the Com- 
mission had made that determination, 
Examiner Mohundro said, it did not 
appear that the empty tows were shorter 
in distance or “incidental” in the sense 
of being only a fractional part of the 
total transportation service. 


“Their incidental nature, therefore,” 
he said, “must derive from the fact that 
the towing of empty vessels is subor- 
dinate to the main job of transportation, 


namely, the movement of commodities.: 


“In the instant proceeding, there is no 
dispute that the empty tow downstream 
is a part of a preconceived plan of opera- 
tion under which the towed vessel will 
be prepared and loaded with bulk grain 
and then returned to the reserve fleet. 
The empty tow therefore appears to be 
incidental to exempt transportation. 


“The further question arises of wheth- 
er the incidental nature of an empty tow 
is destroyed if the empty and loaded 
tows are performed by different carriers, 
under separate contracts. What deter- 
mines whether the operation in ques- 
tion is incidental to the towage of the 
loaded vessel is the nature of the trans- 
portation service and not the identity of 
the carrier performing that service. 


“Having found, therefore, that the 
empty tow is incidental to the loaded 
tow and the accomplishment of the 
purpose of the program, it is immaterial 
whether or not the incidental towage 
is performed by the same carrier who 
returns the loaded vessel to the fleet, 
or by another. 


“Under the circumstances, it is con- 
cluded that the described movement of 
empty vessels from reserve fleets to 
harbor points is exempt from regulation 
under part III of the act, as incidental 
to transportation exempt under section 
303(b). 


“The Commission should find that the 
water carrier operations complained of 
are exempt from regulation under part 
III of the act. The complaint should 
be dismissed.” 


Motor Finance Proposals 


Examiner Francis A. Clifford, by a 
proposed report in MC-F-5600, H. Chester 
Swezey—Control—New London Freight 
Lines, Inc., has recommended that the 
Commission authorize acquisition by H. 
Chester Swezey, Eastport, Long Island, 
N.Y., of control of New London Freight 
Lines, Inc., of Eastport, through man- 
agement of its operations. 

Examiner Fabian C. Cox, by a proposed 
report on further hearing in MC-F-5231, 
Sherwood Brannon—Control Stand- 
ard Motor Freight, Inc. — Purchase— 
Madison Transportation Co., has recom- 
mended ‘Commission approval of pur- 
chase by Standard Motor Freight, Inc., 
Pittsburgh, Pa., of the operating rights 
of Madison Transportation Co., New 
Haven, Conn., and acquisition by Sher- 
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wood Brannon, Pittsburgh, of control of 
the rights through the purchase. 





Transport of Magazine 
Sections of Newspapers 


Exempt, Says Examiner 


Examiner Thomas S. Morris, by a 
recommended report in MC-C-1658, 
R.C. Motor Lines, Inc. v. Herndon, 
Cranel B., has recommended that 
the Commission find that transpor- 
tation by the defendant carrier 
Cranel B. Herndon, of Hampton, 
S.C., of the magazine sections of 
newspapers in vehicles used exclu- 
sively for that purpose is within the 
exemption provided in section 203 
(b)(7) of the interstate commerce 
act. 


That section exempts from regulation, 
except with respect to certain safety 
qualifications, “motor vehicles used ex- 
clusively in the distribution of news- 
papers.” 

The examiner also recommended that 
the Commission find that the past trans- 
portation by the defendant of rejected 
shipments of plywood doors or other non- 
exempt commodities (except mail) in the 
same vehicle with newspapers was not 
exempt from the permit or certificate 
requirements of the act by virtue of 
203(b) (7) because its vehicles were not 
being used “exclusively” in the distribu- 
tion of newspapers. He said transporta- 
tion of certain newspapers along with 
the aforementioned other commodities 
was unauthorized and should not be re- 
sumed. An order requiring the defend- 
ant to cease and desist from the practice 
should be entered, he said. 

The defendant carrier, said the exam- 
iner, under certificate MC-109210, was 
authorized to transport, among other 
things, plywood and plywood products 
from Hampton to points in New Jersey, 
New York, and Pennsylvania, over ir- 
regular routes. 

“Since November, 1952,” continued) the 
examiner, “he has been transporting 
copies of a Sunday newspaper magazine 
section entitled ‘This Week Magazine’ 
from a printing plant at Hoboken to 
newspapers at Charlotte and Jackson- 
ville under the exemption provided in 
section 203(b) (7) of the interstate com- 
merce act. 

“The magazine sections are shipped 
from Hoboken about 10 days before they 
are made available to the public, and 
bear the imprint of the names of the 
newspapers to which they are consigned, 
in this instance the Charlotte Observer 
and the Florida Times-Union. 


“After delivery to these newspapers, 
they are assembled with other sections— 
news, editorial, entertainment, financial, 
sports—of which the Sunday edition is 
composed and delivered to vendors or 
directly to the reading public in North 
Carolina,-Florida, and surrounding areas. 

“On June 15, 1954, seventy-one ply- 
wood doors which had been rejected by 
a northern ‘consignee because they had 
been damaged in transit were returned 
by defendant to the consignor at Hamp- 
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ton in the same vehicle with the news- 
paper magazine sections...” 

The report said that exceptions to the 
examiner’s findings must be filed with 
the Commission in Washington, D.C., 
within 20 days from November 22. 





Examiner Would Raise Rates 
On Coal and Scrap Iron in 


Alabama to Interstate Level 


In a proceeding in which he says 
the issues relate to the refusal of the 
Alabama Public Service Commission 
to allow the respondent railroads to 
establish increased rates for the in- 
trastate movement of coal and scrap 
iron, Examiner Edward L. Boisseree 
has recommended that the Commis- 
sion find that the Alabama intra- 
state rates on these commodities, in 
carloads, cause unjust discrimination 
against interstate commerce. 


A proposed report of the examiner 
was issued in No. 31321, Alabama Intra- 
state Rates and Charges on Coal, Lum- 
ber, and Scrap Iron. His findings are 
without prejudice to the right of Ala- 
bama authorities or other interested 
parties to apply for a modification there- 
of with respect to any specific rate or 
charge affected thereby, on the ground 
that such rate or charge is not related 
to the interstate rates or charges on like 
traffic in such a way as to contravene 
provisions of the interstate commerce 
act. 

The rates on lumber were excluded as 
the increases sought were allowed by 
the state commission, the examiner said. 


Examiner Boisseree said that undue, 
unreasonable, and unjust discrimination 
which he found to exist should be re- 
moved by increasing the present Ala- 
bama intrastate rates and charges on 
bituminous coal to the level of the 
amounts of the intrastate rates prevail- 
ing on June 15, 1953, and by applying 
to such increased intrastate rates the 
same respective increases as were, and 
for the future might be, maintained by 
the respondent railroads on like inter- 
state traffic between points in Alabama 
and adjoining states, and elsewhere in 
Southern Territory, under the federal 
Commission’s authorization in Ex Parte 
175, Increased Freight Rates, 1951, and by 
increasing the present Alabama intra- 
state rates and charges on scrap iron, 
where lower than the interstate scale 
rates applying between points in Ala- 
bama and between points in that state 
and adjoining states and elsewhere in 
Southern Territory, so as to be on the 
same level as the alternating interstate 
scale rates and subject only to the same 
minimum weights, namely 30,000, 50,000, 
and 80,000 pounds. 

The examiner said a 10 per cent in- 
crease in the Alabama intrastate rates 
on coal as a result of the several reports 
in Ex Parte 175 (280 I.C.C. 179, 281 I.C.C. 
557, 284 I.C.C. 589, 289 I.C.C. 395) was 
authorized by the Alabama commission 
whereas an increase of 12 per cent, sub- 
ject to a maximum of 40 cents a ton, 
was granted in that proceeding and ap- 


plied on interstate coal traffic moving 
to, from, and between points in Alabama. 
He said the state commission also 
ordered reductions in intrastate rates 
applying on particular movements of 
coal within the state, the changes in the 
coal rates having become effective June 
16, 1953. 

On scrap iron, he said, the railroads 
were seeking to raise the intrastate rates 
to the same level as the rates applying 
for interstate movements of that com- 
modity. 

The examiner said the respondent 
railroads asserted that the revenue loss 
sustained as a resutl of the failure of the 
Alabama commission to permit establish- 
ment of increased rates on coal and 
scrap iron amounted to slightly more 
than $500,000 a year. He said that about 
$370,000 of the loss was attributed to 
the allegedly low intrastate rates on coal 
and the remainder to the failure of the 
state commission to permit establish- 
ment of increased rates on scrap iron. 


Prehearing Conference Report 


The Commission has issued a report 
of a prehearing conference held by Ex- 
aminer C. Evans Brooks in MC-5903, Sub. 
13, West Penn Forwarding Co., in Wash- 
ington, D.C., on November 16. 

The report said the applicant agreed 
to limit its proof of public convenience 
and necessity to the transportation of 
new and used automobiles, trucks, 
chassis and parts and accessories there- 
for, in secondary movements, by the 
truckaway method, from and to points 
specified in the report. 

It said the parties also agreed that 
a hearing should be held in Pittsburgh, 
Pa., beginning January 10, 1955, and 
that it would require three days. 


PROPOSED REPORTS 


Crude Graphite 


No. 31464, The Hill & Griffith Co., 
et al. v. Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co., 
et al., embracing Same, Sub. 1, Blooms- 
bury Graphite Co., et al. v. Central Rail- 
road Co. of New Jersey et al. By Exam- 
iner James D. Boyle. Recommends that 
the Commission find applicable rates on 
111 carload shipments of crude graphite, 
in bulk, in box cars, between Cranston 
and Sockanosset, R.I., on the one hand, 
and Chicago, Ill., Cincinnati and Cleve- 
land, O., Bloomsbury and Ludlow, N.J., 
and Bethlehem and Spring City, Pa., on 
the other. Further recommends, how- 
ever, that the Commission find that the 
applicable rates were, are, and will be 
unreasonable to the extent they have 
exceeded or will exceed rates based on 
22.5 per cent of the contemporaneous 
first class rates, minimum weight of 
80,000 pounds. Award of reparation pro- 
posed. The examiner said that prior to 
May 30, 1952, effective date of the Uni- 
form Freight Classification, the appli- 
cable rating on graphite and graphite 
ore was sixth class, minimum weight of 
50,000 pounds. On and after that date, 
he said the rating became class 27.5, 
minimum weight 50,000 pounds. Inas- 
much as both sixth class and class 27.5 
ratings were 27.5 per cent of first class, 
and the applicable rate scales varied 
slightly before and after that date, the 
net effect in changing the nomenclature 
of the ratings was negligible, he said. 


TRAFFIC V ony 












The complainant, he said, sought a rat 
17.5 per cent of the applicable first clas 
rates with a minimum of 80,000 poung 
He said the valuation, volume of nioye. 
ment, comparisons with other cop. 
modity rates, and heavy loading, amor 
other things, were proof that the a. 
sailed rates were, are, and would be yp. 
reasonable. 











Ammunition Boxes 


No. 31554, Hightower Box & Tank (Co 
Inc. v. Missouri Pacific Railroad Co., ¢ 
al. By Examiner James D. Boyle. Ree. 
ommends award of reparation on finding 
applicable but unreasonable to the ex. 
tent that they exceeded charges deter. 
mined by applying the reduced class 4 
rate of 88 cents a 100 pounds, establishe; 
effective May 30, 1952, subject to th 
carload minimum provided in the classi- 
fication, charges collected by the defend. 
ants on 14 carload shipments of wooden 
ammunition boxes, not metal lined 
shipped from Guin, Ala., to Defense 
Tex., in the period June 2-July 30, 1952 
inclusive. The examiner said the 
charges collected were based on an ex- 
ceptions class 30 rate (30 per cent of the 
first class rate) of $1.01 a 100 pound 
and carload minimum weight of 34,00) 
pounds. The basis for the assailed rate 
he said, was an exceptions class 30 rating 
provided in section 1 of item 5270 of 
Southwestern Lines Tariff No. 173-A 
Exceptions to Western Classification 
Agent Kratzmeir’s I.C.C. No. 3988. He 
said that in Lumus Cotton Gin Co. 
Seaboard Air Line R. Co., 281 IL.C.C. 65 
and Dow Cemichal Co. v. Alton & S. R, 
286 I.C.C. 424, the Commission had be- 
fore it exceptions rates which had super- 
seded and were in excess of the contem- 
poraneous class rates. In those proceed- 
ings, he said, it was held that there was 
no justification for application of excep- 
tions rates in excess of the class rates 
and the rates were found to be unrea- 
sonable. The defendants in the instant 
case likewise, he said, offered no justi- 
fication for exacting charges based on the 
exceptions rate which exceeded charges 
based on the contemporaneous class 4 
rating and No. 28300 class rate scale. The 
examiner also cited Page Belting Co. ¥ 
Boston & M. R., 291 I.C.C. 21. 


Coiled Steel Rods 


No. 31499, Pittsburgh Screw and Bolt 
Corporation v. Baltimore & Ohio Rail- 
road Co., et al. By Examiner Charles 
W. Bennett. Recommends authorizing 
waiver of collection of undercharges 0! 
seven cars and awarding reparation 0! 
one car of coiled steel rods on findin: 
unjust and unreasonable charges sought 
to be collected on eight carload ship- 
ments in the period from January 8 (0 
February 11, 1952, from Pittsburg, Calif, 













































































































































































































































































to Pittsburgh, Pa., of $3.61 a 100 pounds, 
equivalent to $72.20 a net ton The 
examiner held that the rate was ‘injust 
and unreasonable to the extent ¢ eX- 
ceeded $28 a net ton, minimum ‘0,800 
pounds, which he said was a com: \odity 
rate established March 3, 1952. EH» said 
that complainant paid charges «1 the 
basis of $28 a net ton, an aggre: te 0%! 
$12,563.55, and that a balance wa. oul- 
standing. The examiner said th * the 
defendants were of the view th ° the 
rate sought by the complainan wa 
reasonable on the shipments, and « fered 
no evidence in opposition to it. 4s ™ 
the one car on which he said :om- 
plainant was entitled to reparatico’, the 
examiner said that charges wer paid 
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November 27, 1954 


on the shipment, weighing 72,500 pounds, 
computed at the minimum weight of 


100,00 pounds, although the car and 
another one weer both part of the same 
shipment and covered by a single bill 
of lading. As the governing tariff rules 
provided that the charges on the follow- 
lot car would be based on actual weight, 
the transportation charges paid on it 
exceeded those found reasonable by 
$419.97 to which he said complainant 
was entitled as reparation. 


MOTOR RECOMMENDED REPORTS 


Recommended orders in these reports 
become effective at expiration of 20 days 
from date of service of reports (25 days 
if general office of a party to a proceed- 
ing, or the office of the petitioner repre- 
senting him, is located at or west of El 
Paso, Tex., Salt Lake City, Utah, or 
Helena, Mont.) unless exceptions have 
been filed within the 20-day period, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed 
by the Commission. 

State in which applicant for certificate 
license or permit has home office is shown 
below in “black face” type, with name 
of town or city following. 





Cigars 


I. and S. M-5980, Cigars—Jacksonville, 
Fla., to New Orleans, La. By Examiner 
William B. Huffman. Recommends or- 
dering suspended schedules canceled and 
proceeding discontinued on finding not 
just and reasonable schedules filed by 
Spanish Trail Transport, Inc., to become 
effective May 19, proposing a reduced 
commodity rate of $2.45, minimum 5,000 
pounds, on cigars from Jacksonville to 
New Orleans, in lieu of a present class 
rate of $2.54, the same as the current 
railroad less-carload rate. The schedules 
were suspended to December 19 on pro- 
tests of railroads. Among other things, 
the examiner said that less-truckload 
traffic should normally move at class 
rates and that commodity rates were 
warranted only under compelling cir- 
cumstances. He said no unusual circum- 
stances had been shown to justify the 
commodity rate. 


Electric Motors 


I. and S. M-6077, Electrical Appliances 
to Waynesboro, Va. By Examiner William 
E. Huffman. Recommends finding not 
just and reasonable proposed reduced 
motor common carrier commodity rates 
filed to become effective June 16 by two 
motor common carriers and suspended 
until January 16, 1955, on protest of the 
Middle Atlantic Conference. The rates 
would have applied on electric motors 
anc parts and electronic tubes, from 
Sch nectady, N.Y., to Waynesboro, Va. It 
wa: proposed to establish a rate of $2.06 a 
10) pounds on motors and parts, less- 
tru: load, $1.84, minimum 2,000 pounds, 
an $1.70, minimum 6,000 pounds, with 
rai-s on the tubes not exceeding seven 
snc ‘es in greatest dimension of $3.26 less- 
trv xload $2.94, minimum 2,000 pounds, 
an $2.77, minimum 6,000 pounds. The 
ex: ‘niner said that the present motor and 
ta’ rates were class rates and that, in 
th absence of special circumstances, 
th se rates should apply on less-truck- 

traffic. 


- ttificates—Licenses—Permits 


‘abama (Birmingham) — MC-11207, 
, 188, Deaton Truck Line, Inc., Ex- 
sion—Clay, Concrete, and Shale 


Products. Denial of certificate proposed 
for want of prosecution. Clay products, 
concrete products, and shale products, 
from Meridian, Miss., and points within 
five miles thereof, to points in Ark., and 
La., over irregular routes. 

Alabama (Birmingham) — MC-73165, 
Sub. 155, Eagle Motor Lines, Inc., Ex- 
tension— Central States. Certificate 
proposed. Specified commodities, between 
a described part of Alabama, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Ind., O., Ill., Mich., Ia., Wis., Kan., and 
Mo., over irregular routes. 

Alabama _ (Birmingham) — MC-11207, 
Sub. 183, Deaton Truck Line, Inc., Ex- 
tension—Fiber Pipe. Certificate proposed. 
Fiber conduit and fiber pipe and fittings 
therefor, bitumized or indurated, from 
Holt, Ala., to points in Ark., Ky., La. (ex- 
cept New Orleans, La.), and a described 
part of Fla., over irregular routes. 

Alabama (Brewton)—MC-114710, Sub. 
1, Barrentine & Tharpe Bus Co., Com- 
mon Carrier. Certificate proposed. Pas- 
sengers and baggage over regular route 
between Brewton and site of plant of 
Chemstrand Corporation, near Gonzales, 
Fla., serving Pollard and Flomaton, Ala., 
as intermediate points, subject to con- 
dition that service over described route 
shall be restricted to transportation of 
passengers originating at or destined to 
the plant of the Chemstrand Corporation. 

Arkansas (El Dorado) — MC-111170, 
Sub. 11, Wheeling Pipe Line, Inc., Ex- 
tension—Shelby County, Tenn. Denial 
of certificate proposed. Petroleum prod- 
ucts, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Shelby County, Tenn., to points 
in Mississippi on and north of US. 
Highway 80 and all points in Arkansas, 
over irregular routes. 

Arkansas (Leachville) — MC-110411, 
Sub. 1, J. C. Baker, dba Northeast Ar- 
kansas Transportation Co., Extension— 
Arkansas. Denial of permit proposed. 
Meats, meat products and meat by- 
products, and dairy products, in refrig- 
erated vehicles over irregular routes from 
St. Louis, Mo., to points in specified parts 
of Arkansas. 

Florida (Jacksonville) — MC-103378, 
Sub. 27, Petroleum Carrier Corporation, 
Extension — Alabama. Certificate pro- 
posed. Petroleum and its products, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from St. Marks, 
Fla., and points within 15 miles thereof, 
to all points in Alabama within 175 miles 
of St. Marks, over irregular routes. 

Illinois (Chicago)—-MC-69116, Sub. 24, 
Spector Motor Service, Inc., Extension— 
Detroit, Mich. Denial of certificate 
proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between Detroit, Mich., and 
Chicago, Ill., over a regular route. 


Illinois (Coffeen) —-MC-114749, Carlock 
& Sons, Common Carrier. Certificate 
proposed. Passengers and baggage, over 
irregular routes, in charter operations, 
from Coffeen, Schram City and Hills- 
boro, Ill., points in Missouri and return 
to points of origin. 


Iowa (Iowa City) —MC-92983, Sub..90, 
Eldon Miller, Inc., Extension—West 
Memphis and Conway, Ark. Certificate 
proposed. Petroleum and its products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, over irreg- 
ular routes, from West Memphis and 
Conway, Ark., to points in Ala., Ark., Ky., 
La., Miss., Mo. and Tenn. within 200 
miles of West Memphis and Conway, re- 
spectively, with certain exceptions. 

Kentucky (Louisville)—MC-113551, 
Sub. 4, L. A. Hilpp, Common Carrier. 
Denial of certificate proposed. Petroleum 
and its products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 




































































from Madison, Ind., and points within 
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5 miles thereof, to points in Kentucky, 
over irregular routes. 

Michigan (E!kton) — MC-106893, Sub. 
13, Phillip G. Wiederhold and Edward E. 
Wiederhold, dba Wiederhold Brothers, 
Extension—Fertilizer. Denial of certifi- 
cate proposed. Dycaleum phosphates, 
fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients, in 
bags or dry bulk, between points in Mich- 
igan, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in O., Ind., Ill. and Wis., over 
irregular routes. 

Michigan (Kalamazoo) — MC-114591, 
James M. Ryan and Donald E. Ryan, 
partners dba Paperland Motor Fleet, 
Contract Carrier. Denial of permit pro- 
posed. Paper and paper articles from 
Kalamazoo and points within 5 miles 
thereof and from Otsego and Watervliet, 
Mich., to a described area in N.Y., and 
to points in N.J., Del., Md., Pa. and 
D.C., and waste paper and paper mill 
supplies on return, over irregular routes. 
The examiner said the evidence of record 
was conclusive that no real inadequacy 
of existing transportation services had 
been shown. 

Minnesota (Minneapolis) — MC-1509, 
Sub. 103, Northland Greyhound Lines, 
Inc., Extension—Minnesota. Certificate 
proposed. Passengers, baggage, express 
and newspapers, between Isle, Minn., and 
Aitkin, Minn., over a specified route, 
serving all intermediate points. 

Minnesota (St. Paul) —MC-108937, Sub. 
11, Murphy Motor Freight Lines, Inc., Ex- 
tension—Alternate Routes. Certificate 
proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, over regular routes (1) between 
junction of U.S. Highway 212 and Minne- 
sota Highway 5, about 3 miles west of 
Norwood, Minn., and Gaylord, Minn., 
over Minnesota Highway 5, and (2) be- 
tween Winthrop, Minn., and Morton, 
Minn., over Minnesota Highway 5, as 
alternate routes for operating conven- 
ience only, serving no _ intermediate 
points. 

Minnesota (St. Paul) —MC-63562, Sub. 
18, Northern Pacific Transport Co., Ex- 
tension — Spokane, Wash. — Coulee City, 
Wash. Certificate proposed. Milk, cream, 
express and newspapers, between Spo- 
kane, Wash., and Coulee City, Wash., 
over a described route, serving all in- 
termediate points, subject to conditions 
which, among others, limit the service 
to that which is auxiliary to or supple- 
mental of rail service of the Northern 
Pacific Railway Co. 

Nebraska (Plattsmouth) — MC-114525, 
George O. Winscot, Contract Carrier. 
Dismissal of application proposed, on 

recommended finding that service con- 
templated by applicant is that of a pri- 
vate carrier, not that of a carrier for 
hire. Petroleum products between points 
in specified part of Nebraska, over ir- 
regular routes. 


New York (New York)—MC-66562, Sub. 
1204, Railway Express Agency, Inc., Ex- 
tension—Danbury-Newtown, Conn. (Cor- 
rected). Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, moving in express service, 
between specified points in Connecticut, 
serving no intermediate points. 


North Dakota (Williston)—-MC-114717, 
Rental Service Co., Inc., Common Car- 
rier. Certificate proposed. Machinery, 
equipment, etc., used in or in connection 
with discovery, production, refining, etc., 
of natural gas and petroleum and their 
products and by-products, over irregular 
routes, from Williston, N.D., to points in 
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Montana other than incorporated mu- 
nicipalities and return. 

Ohio (Akron) — MC-2202, Sub. 121, 
Roadway Express, Inc., Extension—Alter- 
nate Route, Virginia Highway 350. Cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities, 
between junction U.S. Highway 1 and 
Virginia highway 350, north of Wood- 
bridge, Va., and the junction of US. 
Highway 1 and Virginia highway 350 
north of Alexandria, Va., over Virginia 
highway 350 as an alternate route in 
connection with regular-route opera- 
tions, with no service at intermediate 
points. 

Ohio (Dayton)—MC-114697, Lewisburg 
Trucking Co., Common Carrier. Certifi- 
cate proposed, subject to receipt of writ- 
ten request from applicant for concurrent 
revocation of its permit in MC-101874, 
as to lime and limestone products from 
points in Harrison Township in Preble 
County, O., and those in Franklin, Perry 
and Norwich Townships in Franklin 
County, O., to points in Ind. and Ky., 
over irregular routes. 

Oregon (John Day)—MC-102646, Sub. 
10, Morgan Truck Service, Inc., Exten- 
sion — Alternate Route— Vale, Ore. — 
Burns, Ore. (Corrected). Certificate 
proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between Vale and Burns, 
Ore. over U.S. Highway 20, serving no 
intermediate points as an alternate 
route in connection with regular-route 
operations between Condon, Ore., and 
Vale, and between Canyon City and 
Burns, Ore. 

Oklahoma (Vinita)—-MC-59117, Sub. 5, 
Vincent Elliott, dba Elliott Truck Lines, 
Extension—Kansas and Missouri. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Acids and chemicals, 
except propane and butane, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, as described in appendix 
XV to the report in Descriptions in Mo- 
tor Carrier Certificates, 62 M.C.C. 209, 
(1) between points in Mayes County, 
Okla., and those in Oklahoma within 60 
miles of Mayes County, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Mo. and 
Kan., and (2) between points in Chero- 
kee County, Kan., and those in Kansas 
within 30 miles of Cherokee County, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Mo. and Okla. 

Oregon (Hillsboro) —-MC-114694, Robert 
J. Davis, dba Stiles Truckline, Portland- 
Forest Grove, Ore. Denial of certificate 
proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Portland and Forest 
Grove, Ore., over two specified routes. 


Pennsylvania (Downingtown) — MC- 
104347, Sub. 106, Leaman Transportation 
Corporation—Extension—Points in Har- 
ford and Washington Counties, Md. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Petroleum products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Allegheny County, Pa., to points in Har- 
ford and Washington counties, Md., and 
to those in the Chicago (Ill.) commercial 
zone, over irregular routes. 


Pennsylvania (Lancaster)—MC-114781, 
Hyman D. Abramson and Donald W. 
Abramson, dba H. D. Abramson and 
Son, Common Carrier. Certificate pro- 
posed. Over irregular routes, non-in- 
flammable petroleum products, in con- 
tainers, from Karns City, Pa., to Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 

Pennsylvania (Oil City) —MC-112846, 
Sub. 2, Clare M. Marshall, Inc., Extension 
—New York. Certificate proposed. Pe- 
troleum and its products, in bulk, in in- 
sulated tank vehicles, from _ specified 


points in Pennsylvania to described area 
in New York state, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (York)—MC-102616, Sub. 
592, Coastal Tank Lines, Inc., Extension 
—Gateway Elimination. Certificate pro- 
posed. Over irregular routes, petroleum 
products, bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Philadelphia, Baltimore, Washington and 
named N.J. points to points in described 
areas of O., Pa., and W.Va., and from 
points in a described area of Ohio to 
points in named W.Va. and Pa. counties, 
and points in described areas of NW. 
and Va., eliminating gateway operations 
through which present authorities are 
joined at a number of common points. 

Tennessee (Knoxville)—MC-68349, 
Sub. 14, Rowe Transfer & Storage Co., 
Extension—Compressed Gases. Certificate 
proposed. Flammable compressed gases 
in shipper’s trailers, and shipper’s empty 
compressed gas trailers between Atomic 
Energy Commission plants at Dunbarton, 
S.C., and Oak Ridge, Tenn., over irregu- 
lar routes. 

Tennessee (Memphis) —MC-48479, Sub. 
3, Frigidways, Inc., Extension—Fort 
Dodge, Ia. Certificate proposed. Meats, 
meat products, and meat by-products, 
and articles distributed by meat packing- 
houses, from Fort Dodge, Ia., to points in 
Tenn., Miss., Ala., Ga., N.C., and S.C., 
over irregular routes. 

Texas (Dallas)—-MC-59680, Sub. 109, 
Strickland Transportation Co., Extension 
—Doyline. Denial of certificate proposed. 
Class A, B, and C explosives, serving the 
Louisiana ordnance works at Doyline, 
La., as an off-route point in connection 
with presently authorized regular route 
operations to and from Shreveport, La. 


Texas (Houston)—MC-30012, Sub. 57, 
T. S. C. Motor Freight Lines, Extension 
—Centerville. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, serv- 
ing the site of the Columbian Carbon Co. 
plant situated near Louisiana Highway 
60 approximately 8 miles south of 
Centerville, La., as an off-route point in 
connection with presently authorized 
regular route operations over U.S. High- 
way 90, restricted, however, against 
transportation of export or import traffic 
to and from the Port of New Orleans, 
La 


Texas (Seagraves)—-MC-56901, Sub. 27, 
Hearne Motor Freight Lines, Inc., Ex- 
tension — Additional Routes and Off- 
Route Points—New Mexico and Texas. 
Certificate proposed. General commod- 
ities, with exceptions, (1) between speci- 
fied points in N.M. and Tex., over 
described regular route; (2) between 
specified points in Tex. over described 
alternate route, and (3) serving specified 
points in Tex. as off-route points in con- 
nection with presently authorized regu- 
lar-route operations. 


Texas (Waco) — MC-30867, Sub. 57, 
Central Freight Lines, Inc., Extension— 
Cleburne-Meridian, Tex. Certificate pro- 
posed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Cleburne and Mer- 
idian, Tex., over Texas highway 174, 
serving all intermediate points and the 
off-route point of Blum, Tex. 

Virginia (Hayfield) — MC-114688, 
Charles H. Harbaugh, Jr., Common Car- 
rier. Certificate proposed. Cinder and 
concrete building blocks from Win- 
chester, Va., to points in specified part 
of West Virginia; fertilizer, in containers, 
from Winchester to points in. specified 
part of Hampshire County, W.Va., and 
sand, in bulk, from site of plant of Vir- 
ginia Glass Sand Co., near Gore, Va., to 
points in West Virginia within 50 miles 
of Gore, over irregular routes. 
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Virginia (Richmond)—MC-112317, 
Sub. 9, J. A. Throckmorton, dba Arclie’s 
Motor Freight, Extension — Wellsb rg, 
W.Va., embracing MC-112317, Sub. 10. 
Same, Extension—Franklin, Va., and 
MC-112317, Sub. 11, Same, Extension— 
Richmond, Va. Certificates denied. 
Paper and paper products, between 
points in W.Va., Va., and Pa. 

Washington (Spokane) — MC - 110252, 
Sub. 27, James J. Williams, Inc., Exten- 
sion—Spokane, Wash.— Billings, Mont. 
Certificate proposed. Petroleum prod- 
ucts, bulk, in tank vehicles, over irregu- 
lar routes, from Spokane, and points 
within 10 miles thereof, to Billings and 
points within 15 miles thereof. 

Washington (Spokane) — MC - 110252, 
Sub. 28, James J. Williams, Inc., Ex- 
tension—North Idaho. Denial of certif- 
icate proposed. Petroleum products, 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Missoula, 
Mont., and points within eight miles 
thereof, to points in a described area of 
Idaho, with rejected shipments on re- 
turn. 

Washington (Spokane) — MC-105207, 
Sub. 5, Jim’s Transfer, Inc., Extension— 
Metaline Falls, Spokane—Idaho, Mon- 
tana. Certificate proposed. Cement, in 
containers and in bulk, over irregular 
routes, (1) from Metaline Falls, Wash., 
and points within 10 miles thereof, to 
points in specified counties of Ida. and 
Mont., and (2) from Spokane, Wash.., to 
points in specified Ida. and Mont. coun- 
ties, over irregular routes. 


Wisconsin (Waukesha)—MC-114704, A 
& A Trucking Co., Contract Carrier. De- 
nial of permit, for want of prosecution, 
proposed. Drain tile from Waukesha to 
points in specified part of Wisconsin, 
and supplies or raw material on return 
movements. 





Hearings 





Resumed Hearing on Rail 
And Motor Iron and Steel 
Traffic Set for January 10 


Following the conclusion of motor 
carrier testimony regarding iron and 
steel traffic in the east on November 
19, Examiner Michael T. Corcoran 
closed a hearing at the Commission 
in Washington, D.C., at which earlier 
the railroads had offered testimony 
(T.W., Nov. 13, p. 62). 


The proceedings were: MC-C-1510. Iron 
and Steel Articles—Eastern Common 
Carriers; MC-C-1629, Iron and Sieel 
Articles—Eastern Contract Carriers, «nd 
No. 31487, Iron and Steel Articles—East- 
ern Territory. 


Examiner Corcoran announced tha* 4 
resumed hearing would be held on Ja:u- 
ary 10, 1955, at which shipper and e- 
ceiver interests and other interes ‘ed 
parties would be permitted to offer ‘°s- 
timony and the carriers would hav 4 
chance to offer rebuttal testimony. 


In the course of the hearing, Edga’ V. 
Hill, chairman of the Traffic Execu’ ve 
Association—Eastern Railroads, N W 
York City, offered an exhibit shov 1g 
a proposed scale of railroad rates 1 
iron and steel articles, not subject 
the general rate increased in Ex P» te 
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No. .75. Increased freight Rates, 1951. 
The proposed scale of railroad rates 
rang-d from 7 cents a 100 pounds, 40,000 
pounds minimum, 6 cents at 80,000 
pounds, and 5 cents at 100,000 pounds, 
beginning at five miles, applicable with- 
in Central Territory, up to 112 cents at 
40,000 pounds, 110 cents at 80,000 pounds, 
and 109 cents at 100,000 pounds, at the 
maximum distance shown of 1,200 miles. 

Applicable only within and between 
Trunk Line and New England territories, 
and between Trunk Line and New 
England territories, on the one hand, 
and Central Territory, on the other, the 
proposed scale of rates began at five 
miles and ended at 1,200 miles with the 
same rates and minimum weights as 
proposed for Central Territory, but with 
variations at intermediate mileages. 

Proposed scales of motor carrier rates 
were also offered for the record in ex- 
hibits. 


Motor Carrier Data Presented 


Daniel R. Ryan, Chicago, Ill., chair- 
man of the standing rate committee of 
Central States Motor Freight Bureau, 
Inc., offered a proposed rate scale for 
Central Territory with 40,000 pounds 
minimum for the railroads and 32,000 
pounds minimum for the motor carriers, 
ranging from 6 cents a 100 pounds at 
five miles to 104 cents at 1,000 miles. 

Mr. Ryan said the basis for his sug- 
gestion of a minimum of 40,000 pounds 
in connection with the rail rates and 
32,000 pounds in connection with the 
motor carrier rates, was as follows: The 
40,000-pound rail minimum prescribed 
by the Commission in No. 17000, part 6, 
was generatlly applied for many years 
and the 32,000-pound motor-carrier 
minimum was merely a carrying for- 
ward to the new scale of the highest 
minimum truckload weight applicable on 
iron and steel articles. 

He said he used the 32,000-pound mini- 
mum merely because it was the highest 
minimum weight that was generally ap- 
plied by motor carriers today, and added 
that it was possible, when considering 
the varying state laws, that there might 
be justification for a lower minimum 
truckload weight. 

J. J. Kuhner, of Cleveland, O., engaged 
in traffic service work for motor carriers 
of iron and steel articles, said the iron 
and steel motor-carrier rate structure 
was “the most disorganized system of 
rates of which I have any knowledge.” 
He supported the testimony of Mr. Ryan 
with respect to the iron and steel rate 
structure and rates involved in the pro- 
ceedings. He said he collaborated with 
Mr. Ryan in the preparation of the pro- 
posed scale of rates on iron and steel 
manufactures for application by all car- 
- uniformly throughout Official Ter- 
ritory. 

B. Alfriend, general manager of the 
Miidle Atlantic Conference, proposed a 
rate scale ranging from 9 cents at five 
Mies to 98 cents at 1,200 miles. His ex- 
hibit covering these rates showed that 
this scale of rates was a revision of 
th scale in the Commission’s proceeding 
No. 17000, part 6. With the first five- 
m.e block set at 9 cents there was a 
ra e of progression of one cent for each 
five-mile block through 75 miles, accord- 

to the exhibit. 


‘ive-mile blocks from 80 through 95 
gressed at 1% cents for each five- 
.e blocks 100 through 110 proceeded at 
> cent for each block; and 10-mile 
cks from 120 through 400 progressed 
one cent for each block, it was 
wn. Twenty-mile blocks from 420 





through 500 progressed at one cent for 
each block, and 25-mile blocks from 525 
through 700 progressed at 1% cents for 
each block, with 25-mile blocks from 1725 
through 1,200 progressing at one cent for 
each block, it was shown. 

The No. 17,000, part 6 scale of rates 
used in his exhibit contained rate in- 
creases in four general increases prior to 
Ex Parte 175, but did not include the Ex 
Parte 175 increases, according to the 
exhibit. 


Alexander Markowitz, general traffic 
manager of Helm’s New York-Pittsburgh 
Motor Express, Inc., New York, N.Y., out- 
lined the development of truck rates on 
iron and steel articles in Middle Atlan- 
tic Territory. He offered for the record 
proposed scales of motor carrier rates 
from Sparrows Point, Md., and Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., to 184 points in Official Ter- 
ritory. 

Norris P. Sterling, for the Middle 
Atlantic “Sparrows Point motor car- 
riers,” offered a proposed minimum scale 
of rates for motor common and contract 
carriers and railroads in mileage blocks 
from Sparrows Point only, with a mini- 
mum of 30,000 pounds for the trucks. He 
said the rates were based on costs devel- 
oped by John C. McWilliams, motor car- 
rier cost analyst. The proposed scale 
ranged from 12 cents at five miles to 50 
cents at 300 miles. 


Walter M. Plank, Washington, D.C., 
transportation consultant, testified con- 
cerning statements he had prepared 
covering an analysis of the rail manu- 
factures and miscellaneous traffic moving 
interterritorially in Official Territory in 
1953, and a comparison of rail manu- 
factures and miscellaneous tonnage orig- 
inated in the Eastern District for the 
years 1952 and 1953. 


1.C.C. CASES ASSIGNED 
FOR HEARING 


1.C.C. cases assigned for 


hearing or oral 
The assignments are 


argument appear below. 
grouped under separate headings as to rail, 


water, motor, etc. They will be published only 
once. Changes in assignments will be published 
as announced by the I.C.C. 


RAIL 


Changes in Assignments 


Oral argument in 31343, Callison’s et al. v. 
A. & S., et al., assigned December 9, at 
Washington, D.C., postponed to a date to 
be fixed. 

Hearing in I. & S. 6273, Pulpboard—Bristol, 
Pa., and Trenton, N.J., to Salem, N.J., as- 
signed December 9, at Washington, D.C., 
canceled. 

Hearing in I. & S. 6265, Naval Stores— 
Andalusia, Ala. to Savannah, Ga., assigned 
November 23, at Washington, D.C., canceled 
and reassigned January 11, at Washington, 
D.C., before Examiner Sweeney. 

Hearing in I. & S. 6277, Petroleum—Mobile, 
Ala., to Hattiesburg, Miss., assigned Novem- 
ber 30, at Jackson, Miss., canceled and re- 
assigned December 10, at Robert E. Lee 
Hotel, Jackson, Miss., before Examiner Bois- 
seree. 

Hearing in 31414, New York Shipbuilding 
Corp. v. B. & O., et al., assigned November 
30, at Washington, D.C., canceled and re- 
assigned December 3, at Washington, D.C., 
before Examiner Dunn. 

Hearing in I. & S. 6275, Coastwise Lumber 
Commodity Rates—Cancelation, assigned De- 
cember 8, at Washington, D.C., postponed 
indefinitely. 


New Assignments 


7—Washington, D.C.—Commis- 
sioner Alldredge and Examiner Boisseree: 

Section 5a Application 46—Southern Mo- 
tor Carriers—Agreement. 


December 


ICC NEWS 


December 14—Detroit, Mich.—Fed. Bldg.— 
Commissioner Clarke and Examiner 
Vinskey 

28000, Sub. 133—In the Matter of Applica- 
tions for Approval of Proposed Modifica- 
tions of Systems or Devices under Para- 
graph (b), Section 25 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, as Amended, Grand 
Trunk Western R.R. Co. and Chesapeake 
and Ohio Ry. Co. BS-Ap. 13360. 

January 21—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse. 
—Examiner Vandiver: 

31651—Rosedale Foundry & Machine Co. 
v. Erie, et al. 

31653—Federal Foundry Supply Co. v. C. B. 
& Q., et al. 

31654—Robertshaw Thermostat Division, 
eee ag Fulton Controls Co. v. B. & 

-+ et al. 


WATER 


Changes in Assignments 


Hearing in W-1075, Dauntless Towing Line 
Common Carrier Application, assigned De- 
cember 8, at Washington, D.C., canceled 
and reassigned January 5, at Washington, 
D.C., before Examiner Roth. 


MOTOR 


Changes in Assignments 


Hearing in MC-82250, Sub. 1, Martin Star 
Express, Farmington, Minn., common carrier 
application, assigned November 18, at St. 
Paul, Minn., canceled and reassigned No- 
vember 22, at U.S. P.O. & Custom MUHse., St. 
Paul, Minn., before Jt. Bd. 145. 

Hearing in MC-105275, Sub. 14, W. T. Byrns 
Motor Express, Inc., Watertown, N.Y., com- 
mon carrier application, assigned November 
19, at Syracuse, N.Y., canceled and reassigned 
December 3, at Washington, D.C., before Ex- 
aminer Hagerty. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-6496, Merchandise— 
Old Colony Motor Lines, Ine., assigned No- 
vember 23, at New York, N.Y., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-114838, Sagamore Tractor- 
Trailer Renting Corp., Tuckahoe, N.Y., con- 
tract carrier application, assigned November 
29, at New York, N.Y., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-1151, Sub. 8, Port Jervis 
Trucking Co., Inc., Port Jervis, N.Y., common 
carrier application, assigned November 22, at 
Binghamton, N.Y., canceled and reassigned 
December 6, at Washington, D.C., before Ex- 
aminer Hagerty. 

Hearing in MC-1100$8, Sub. 11, Zero Re- 
frigerated Lines, San Antonio, Tex., common 
carrier application, assigned December 2, 
at San Antonio, Tex., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-112713, Sub. 49, Yellow 
Transit Freight Lines, Inc., Kansas City, 
Mo., common carrier application, assigned 
December 6, at Topeka, Kan., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-66900, Sub. 14, Houff Trans- 
fer, Inc., Weyers Cave, Va., common carrier 
application, assigned December 7, at Rich- 
mond, Va., canceled and reassigned Decem- 
ber 16, at U.S. Ct. Rms., Richmond, Va., 
before Jt. Bd. 245. 

Hearing in MC-111320, Sub. 14, Curtis Keal 
Transport Co., Inc., Cleveland, O., common 
carrier application, assigned December 7, at 
Washington, D.C., canceled and reassigned 
December 2, at Washington, D.C., before Ex- 
aminer Angle. 

Hearing in MC- 114871, Fill Cartage Co., 
Chicago, Ill., contract ‘carrier application, 
assigned December 10, at Chicago, Ill., can- 
celed. 

Hearing in MC-114896, Armored Motor 
Service, Inc., Austin, Tex., contract carrier 
application, assigned December 13, at Dallas, 
Tex., canceled. 

Hearing in Ex Parte MC-37, Commercial 
Zones and Terminal Area (Charleston, W.Va., 
Commercial Zones), assigned December 14, 
at Charleston, W.Va., canceled and reas- 
signed December 20, at U.S. Ct. Hse., Charles- 
ton, W.Va., before Examiner Myers. 

Hearing in MC-104654, Sub. 97, Commercial 
Transport, Inc., Belleville, Ill., common car- 
rier application, assigned November 29, at 
Springfield, Ill., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-17002, Sub. 17, Case Drive- 
away, Inc., Huntington, W.Va., common car- 
rier application, assigned November 29, at 
Washington, D.C., canceled and reassigned 
January 17, at U.S. pa ond Hse., Chicago, 
Ill., before Examiner Driscoll 

Hearing in MC-106760, Sub. 32, Whitehouse 
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Trucking, Inc., Toledo, O., common carrier 
application, assigned December 2, at Wash- 
ington, D.C., canceled and reassigned De- 
cember 14, at Washington, D.C., before Ex- 


aminer Gaffney. 

Hearing in MC-114880, William Byrd, 
Biloxi, Miss., contract carrier application, 
assigned December 3, at Jackson, Miss., can- 
celed. 

Hearing in MC-112713, Sub. 51, Yellow 
Transit Freight Lines, Inc., Kansas City, 
Mo., common carrier application, assigned 
December 14, at Dallas, Tex., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-114368, Sub. 2, Allen Krob- 
lin, Inc., Sumner, Ia., common carrier appli- 
cation, assigned December 16, at Des Moines, 
Ia., canceled. 


New Assignments 


November 29—New York, N.Y.—70 Park Ave- 
nue—Examiner Cheseldine: 

MC-114019—E mery Transportation Co., 
Chicago, Ill. 

MC-114021—Midwest Transfer Co. of IIl., 
Chicago, Ill. 

November 30—Washington, 
Hagerty: 

MC-12481, Sub. 1—High Mountain Ski 
School and/or Astor Travel Bureau, New 
York, N.Y., broker application. 

December 2—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse. 
Bldg.—Examiner Myers: 

MC-92983, Sub. 108—Eldon Miller, Inc., 
Iowa City, Ia., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

December 2—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Fed. 
Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 16: 

MC-14948, Sub. 1—Ross R. Gandy, Wilson, 
Okla., common carrier application. 
December 3—Chicago, I11.—U.S. Custom Hse. 

Bldg.—Examiner Myers: 

MC-52657, Sub. 467—Arco Auto Carriers, 
Inc., Chicago, Ill., common carrier ap- 
plication. 


December 3—Oklahoma City, 
Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 16: 
MC-17057, Sub. 2—E. M. Gregg Truck Serv- 
ice, Hugoton, Kan., common carrier ap- 
plication. 


December 6—Atlantic City, N.J.—Main P.O. 
Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 119: 
MC-58915, Sub. 25—Lincoln Transit Co., 
Inc., East Paterson, N.J., common carrier 
application. 


December 6—Lansing, 
Jt. Bd. 163: 
MC-114955—Wilson Cartage, Riverside, On- 
tario, Canada, common carrier applica- 
tion. 


December 6—Philadelphia, Pa.—Penn Sher- 
wood Hotel—Examiner Borroughs: 

MC-42426, Sub. 3—Ben Mozenter, Clayton, 
N.J., common carrier application. 


December 6—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Morgan: 
MC-F-5724—Cletus Houff—Control—Elliott 
Bros. Trucking Co., Inc. 
MC-F-5806—Houff Transfer, Inc.—Investi- 
gation of Control—Elliott Bros. Truck- 
ing Co., Inc. 


December 7—Boston, Mass.—New P. O. & Ct. 
Hse. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 190: 
MC-67370, Sub. 2—New England Transfer, 
Inc., Everett, Mass. 


December 10—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse. 
—Examiner Myers: 
MC-64932, Sub. 159—Rogers Cartage Co., 
Chicago, Ill., common carrier applica- 
tion. 


December 13—Boston, Mass.—New P. O. & Ct. 
Hse. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 18: 
MC-FC-55951—Boston Interchange, Inc., 
Boston, Mass., Transferee, and G. C. 
Wellington, Boston, Mass., Transferor. 
December 13—Los Angeles, Calif—Fed. Bldg. 
—Examiner Linn: 
MC-C-1548—Ben Maddox yv. 
Corp., et al. 


December 14—St. Paul, Minn.—U. S. P. O. & 
Custom Hse.—Jt. Bd. 145: 

MC-112223, Sub. 22—Quickie Transport Co.., 
Minneapolis, Minn., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

December 
Cox: 

MC-F-5747—R. H. Woodruff, et al.—Con- 

trol; Andrews Moving and Storage Co.— 


D.C.—Examiner 


Okla.—Fed. 


Mich.—Olds Hotel— 


Greyhound 


16—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 


nee Furniture Storage 

O. 

January 5—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Waters: 


MC-113959, Sub. 1—Lemmon Transport Co., 


Inc., Marion, Va., contract carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 12—San Francisco, Calif.—Flood 
Bldg.—Examiner Linn: 

MC-41601, Sub. 30—Converse Trucking 
Service, Berkeley, Calif:, common carrier 
application. 

January 14—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Harrison: 








MC-114914—Cloyd G. Roberson, Oklahoma 
City, Okla., common carrier application. 

January 17—San Francisco, Calif.—Flood 
Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 5: 

MC-41601, Sub. 31—Converse Trucking 
Service, Berkeley, Calif., common carrier 
application. 


DEFENSE 
TRANSPORTATION 





O.D.M. Committee to Study 
West Coast Oil Transport 


Arthur S. Fleming, director of the 
Office of Defense Mobilization, has an- 
nounced appointment of a three-man 
group to evaluate the adequacy of pe- 
troleum supply in the west coast area 
during a period of defense emergency. 


The chairman is Charles A. Thomas, 
president of the Monsanto Chemical Co., 
St. Louis, Mo., a member of the O.D.M. 
science advisory committee. The other 
members are Charles S. Cheston, Phila- 
delphia, Pa., who is a director of various 
industrial and business organizations, 
and Palmer Hoyt, publisher of the Den- 
ver (Colo.) Post. Several consultants 
may be called in to work with the 
group. 

The study, which is to get under way 
in the near future, will cover the entire 
problem of petroleum transportation to 
the west coast, the availability of crude 
oil and petroleum products for military 
use in the Pacific, and an analysis of the 
capacity of petroleum refineries in the 
area to meet wartime requirements, ac- 
cording to Mr. Fleming. 





Shipments of Package Mail 


Undamaged in ‘Conex’ Cases 


An inspection of shipments of pack- 
age mail in “Conex” (containers for 
export) transporters which recently ar- 
rived at San Francisco aboard two ves- 
sels showed all packages received in un- 
damaged condition, according to the Of- 
fice of the Chief of Transportation, U.S. 
Army. Formerly, it said, shipments were 
frequently subject to crushing, breakage 
and other damage despite the care ex- 
ercised. 


The inspections were made following 
the arrival of the “S.S. President John- 
son” with 40 “Conex” transporters con- 
taining 5,900 pieces of package mail and 
following the arrival of the S.S. Pine 
Tree Mariner with 30 containers. 


The Transportation Corps said that in 
addition to lack of damage, another 
advantage in the containers was reduc- 
tion of the possibilities of pilferage as 
the containers were wire-tied and 
sealed. 


“A third advantage was demonstrated 
on unloading,” it said. “The transporters 
were lifted from the ship and placed 
near the pier loading deck where the 
Post Office transportation contractor 
sorted them as to principal destinations 
and moved them out in much faster time 
and with less handling than was pos- 
sible under the former system of lifting 
packages from the vessel by sling-load 
and moving them to the sorting area by 
forklift trucks.” 
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CIVIL AERONAUTICS 
BOARD NEWS 










Tariffs of Cargo Airlines 
Specifying Rates on Mail 
For ‘Military’ Rejected 


The Civil Aeronautics Board has 
ruled that two air carriers author- 
ized to transport property—Sea- 
board & Western Airlines, Inc., and 
Transocean Air Lines—lack author- 
ity to carry Army and Fleet Post 
Office mail, and has ordered can- 
cellation, by November 28, of all rates 
and provisions in Seaboard’s Inter- 
national Local Air Freight Tariff No. 
2 (C.A.B. No. 5) and Transocean’s In- 
ternational Local Air Freight Tariff 
No. 3 (C.A.B. No. 14) as applicable 
to the transportation of A.P.O. and 
F.P.O. mail. 


By an order in No. 6489, Seaboard and 
Transocean A.P.O. and F.P.O. Mail 
Tariff Investigation, the board rejected 
a Post Office Department argument that 
since the Department of Defense was 
the true principal, “property” rather 
than mail was being carried, and it held 
that Seaboard & Western Airlines, Inc, 
and Transocean Air Lines, did not 
possess legal authority to transport it. 


The Post Office Department and four 
carriers holding certificates for the car- 
riage of mail were intervenors in the 
proceeding which the board instituted 
on January 7, following the filing by the 
two foreign air property carriers of tar- 
iffs which listed military mail rates sub- 
stantially lower than those of the au- 
thorized carriers. 


In discussing the Post Office conten- 
tion that it acted as agent for the De- 
partment of Defense, the board said that 
the legislative action relied on. by the 
Post Office “seems rather to imply that 
without its enactment the Defense De- 
partment might not have been author- 
ized to reimburse the Post Office Depart- 
ment for the expense of carrying out its 
normal duty of moving the mails.” It 
continued: 

“Moreover, the recognition that the 
payment to certificated mail carriers for 
moving military mail is to be made in 
the first instance by the Post Office 
clearly implies that this traffic is con- 
sidered ‘mail’ rather than ‘property’ 
which the Defense Department would be 







































































able to ship via air carriers directly. The 
Defense Department would have no »art 
in the movement of mail in the ‘irst 
place except under its agreements ‘vith 
the Post Office Department, which is the 
ultimate principal in postal matters “en- 
erally.” 

The intervening carriers in the “ase 






were Northeast Airlines, Inc., Pan An eri- 
can World Airways, Inc., Trans W rid 
Airlines, Inc., and United Air Lines, ‘nc. 


The board in its opinion specifi: ally 
upheld the findings and conclusions “ec- 
ommended by Examiner Ferdinanc D. 
Moran. 
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FEDERAL MARITIME 
BOARD NEWS 





Contracts for Construction of 


Six New Tankers Awarded 


Louis S. Rothschild, administrator of 
the Maritime Administration, has an- 


H. E. Brandli, president of Cities Serv- 
ice, said that the new ships would be 
the first especially built for carrying 
multiple grades of petroleum products. 
The 650-foot vessels were described as 
having a total cargo lift of 13,340,000 
gallons, with a speed of more than 17 
knots, each vessel designed to carry up 
to 18 different grades of oil or gasoline. 


F.M.B. to Drop Inactive 


Forwarders’ Certificates 


The Federal Maritime Board has 
served orders on seven holders of freight 
forwarder certificates of registration, re- 
quiring the holders to “show cause” in 
writing, or at a public hearing, why the 
certificate of registration in each in- 
stance should not be canceled, since it 
appeared that one of the registrants 
was any longer in the business of for- 
warding. 

The parties to whom the “show cause” 
orders were directed, and the number 
of the freight forwarder certificate of 
registration issued to each, follow: Al- 
bert Abello, No. 1166; John Donnelly, 
No. 932; M. F. Donohue & Co., No. 1303; 
Ferney Universal Service, No. 1253; New- 
braz Shipping Co., No. 1509; Reid Ship- 
ping Co., Inc., No. 1021, and John J. 
Wunner, No. 732. 


The holders of the certificates were 
required to “show cause” why the cer- 
tificates should not be canceled within 
30 days from November 18, when the 
orders were published in the Federal 
Register. 





Mail-by-Air ‘Experiment’ on West Coast 


Postmaster General Named Defendant in Civil Action for Declaratory 


Judgment and Injunctive Relief Filed in District Court by Santa Fe, 


Great Northern, Northern Pacific, Southern Pacific, Union Pacific. 


Co., the Southern Pacific Co., and the 
Union Pacific Railroad Co. 

The “prayer for relief” by the plain- 
tiffs is that the court: 

“1. Find and declare that the insti- 
tution by the defendant of the proposed 
service is unlawful and beyond the au- 
thority granted to him by law. 


Plea for Permanent Injunction 


“2. Permanently enjoin the defendant 
instituting the proposed service, 
or, if when this clause is decided the 
service has already been instituted, per- 
manently enjoin the defendant from 
continuing the said service. 

“3. Grant a preliminary injunction, 
pending trial of this cause, in the re- 
spects above prayed for, and for such 
other temporary, preliminary or interim 


1 has § nounced award of contracts for the con- 
thor struction of four modern, high-speed 
~*~ B tankers for the Navy, and the signing 
—-Sea- §f of the first contract under the “trade- 
, and @ in-and-build” program for two new 
thor- § “supertankers” for Cities Service Oil Co. 
Post The four 614-foot tankers will be for 
the Military Sea Transportation Service 
Can- @ of the Department of the Navy. The 
rates § Maritime Administration will act as con- 
nter- @ struction agent for the vessels, three of 
ff No which, it was announced, will be built at 
é ‘ @ Chester, Pa., and one at Pascagoula, 
S In- §f Miss. 
Tariff The agreement between the M.A. and 
Cable @ Cities Service Oil Co., under the “trade- 
and in-and-build” program by which tankers 
10 years of age or older may be turned 
in to the government’s fleet as a credit 
d and @ toward the cost of new tankers, provides 
Mail @ for five older tankers of the T-2 type 
jected @ to be traded in. 
t that It was also announced that the agree- 
> was # ment provided for trading in by Cities 
rather § Service of two more tankers by April 
t held § of next year, with an allowance of credit 
, Inc, § by the government to be applied on the 
| not @ construction of a third new vessel. 
rt it. 
1 four 
> car- 
n the 
ituted 
ty COURT NEWS 
f tar- 
; sub- 
e al- 
nten- 
p De- . . e e 
‘tat | Five Railroads Ask U.S. Court to Enjoin 
’ that 
> De- 
thor- 
part- 
ut its 
a 
the 
rs for 
en In a complaint for a declaratory 
‘con- | Judgement and injunctive relief which 
yerty’ | they have filed in the federal district 
1 be court for the District of Columbia 
The — against Postmaster General Arthur 
a E. Summerfield, five western railroads 
ith hay alleged that the institution and 
the | CPe: ition of “experimental” trans- 
en- bor ‘tion of first-class (3-cent) mail Pam. 
by -.r between a number of cities in 
ase wes coast states “will be unlawful 
yeri- — 4Nc void and beyond the authority of 
vorld — the Postmaster General.” 
Cc. ‘ ‘ 
~ P-aintiffs in the suit, docketed in the 
lly J dist-ict court as Civil Action No. 4958-54, 
ec- are’ The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
c D. Ra’ way Co., the Great Northern Rail- 


wa’ Co., the Northern Pacific Railway 


relief as the necessities of the case may 
from time to time require. 
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“4. Grant to the plaintiffs such fur- 
ther and other relief as shall be meet 
and proper.” 


The plaintiffs said that the Postmaster 
General had announced his intention 
of instituting the proposed service ‘on 
Monday, November 22, 1954.” Counsel 
for the railroads indicated on that day 
that a motion for a preliminary injunc- 
tion would be filed in the district court 
within a short time. 


‘Experiment’ in East 


“Since early October, 1953,” said the 
railroads in their complaint, “the de- 
fendant, or the Postal Service, under 
his direction, has been conducting what 
is described as an experimental operation 
in the transportation of first-class 
(three-cent) mail by air between several 
large metropolitan centers in the eastern 
and southeastern portions of the United 
States. 


“None of the plaintiffs transport first- 
class mail between the points involved 
in the experimental operation to date. 
On October 16, 1954, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral filed with the Civil Aeronautics 
Board a petition in which it was stated 
that a similar service was to be insti- 
tuted between the following points, some 
or all of which are served by one or 
more of the plaintiffs herein: 


“Seattle, Wash.; Portland, Salem, 
Bend, Redmond, Eugene, Medford and 
Klamath Falls, Ore.; San Francisco, 
Oakland, Sacramento, Stockton, Modes- 
to, Merced, Salinas, Fresno, Visalia, Bak- 
ersfield, Los Angeles and San Diego, 
Calif. 


“The petition sought the establish- 
ment by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
of a rate of compensation for the trans- 
portation of such mail by air between 
the aforesaid points. 


Action by C.A.B. 


“On November 8, 1954, the defendant 
petitioned the board to fix a ‘tempo- 
rary’ rate for the same service designed 
to provide compensation for service to 
be instituted in advance of the pro- 
ceedings in which the final rate order 
would be entered. The plaintiffs herein 
have sought to intervene in this pro- 
ceeding and have been granted the right 
to participate therein with respect to 
those .aspects of the proceeding that re- 
late to the final rate order. They have 
raised, in addition to other issues, the 
question of the legality of the institution 
of _ service by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. 


“On November 9, 1954, however, the 
board issued an order to show cause 
why the temporary rate should not be 
established and in that order stated that 
this issue was not within the cognizance 
of the board. The board has not yet 
entered an order with respect to the 
establishment of the temporary rate. On 
November 10, 1954, the defendant an- 
nounced his intention of instituting the 
— service on Monday, November 

, 1954. 


Air Mail 6-Cent Rate Law 


“The institution and operation of the 
proposed service by the defendant will 
be unlawful and void and beyond the 
statutory authority of the Postmaster 
General. Congress has explicitly pro- 
vided that the rate of postage for ‘all 
mailable matter being transported as 
mail by air within the continental United 
States’ shall, except for post cards, be 
six cents for each ounce or fraction 
thereof, 39 U.S.C. 462, 462a, 463(a) (43 
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Stat. 805, 60 Stat. 1062, 62 Stat. 1261). 
These statutory provisions thus prohibit 
the Postmaster General from arranging 
for the transportation of mail by air un- 
less the postage prescribed by law has 
been paid. 

“No other statute authorizes the Post- 
master General to institute or provide 
for this proposed service. The proposed 
service, therefore, can neither be validly 
instituted nor continued. 


“The institution and operation of this 
service, whether on a temporary, experi- 
mental or permanent basis would re- 
sult in immediate and irreparable in- 
jury to the plaintiffs of substantial char- 
acter, At the present time the plaintiffs 
transport practically all of the first-class 
mail between the points designated by 
the defendant for the proposed service. 
The transportation of this mail is an ob- 
ligation imposed upon the plaintiffs by 
the act of July 28, 1916 (39 Stat. 419 et 
seq.). That act also requires the plaintiffs 
to transport such mail matter as may be 
offered for transportation by the United 
States in the manner, under the condi- 
tions, and with-the service prescribed by 
the Postmaster General. These obliga- 
tions have imposed upon the plaintiffs 
the duty of furnishing special equipment 
and facilities for caring for, handling, 
storing and transferring the mail while 
in transit as well as facilities and per- 
sonnel for the loading, unloading, sorting, 
pickup and delivery of mail at terminal 
points. 

“There is a corresponding obligation on 
the part of the Postmaster General to 
tender plaintiffs the mail within the lim- 
its and under the conditions contem- 
plated by the applicable statutes. The 
amounts paid to the plaintiffs for the 
transportation of first class mail between 
the points referred to in paragraph 8 of 
this complaint represent an important 
part of their gross revenues from the 
passenger train service between these 
points. Diversion of this mail traffic to 
transportation by air will result in the 
loss not only of the profits now earned 
by the plaintiffs on this service but in 
the losses attendant upon the mainte- 
nance of the equipment and facilities re- 
quired by law even though they will be 
made idle or at best partly utilized as the 
direct result of the institution of the pro- 
posed service. Moreover, if this traffic is 
diverted to the airlines, plaintiffs may 
be forced to seek permission to abandon 
several passenger trains now operated by 
them, since the increased deficit in the 
operation of these trains, caused directly 
by the loss of this traffic, will be so great 
as to make their continued operation un- 
economical.” 


Post Office Reply to Railroads 


The Post Office Department replied to 
the answer of railroads, in the matter of 
fixing a temporary mail rate for carriage 
of first-class mail by air in the west coast 
area, with the assertion that thé rail- 
roads would have the Civil Aeronautics 
Board supplant the discretion of the 
Postmaster General. 

Previously, the C.A.B. had set a tem- 
porary rate for the transportation of the 
mail, denying the petition of railroads to 
be heard on the fixing of temporary com- 
pensation, and permitting them to inter- 





vene in determining the final rate of 
mail pay (T.W., Nov. 13, p. 66). 

“The railroads in effect are asking that 
the board distort a mail rate proceeding 
to such proportions as to embrace issues 
totally beyond the statutory jurisdiction 
of the board and irrelevant to the pur- 
pose of the proceedings pending before 
the board,” the reply said. It continued: 


‘Exclusive Responsibility’ 


“As in the case of other means of postal 
transport, the Postmaster General is in- 
trusted under the civil aeronautics act 
as well as under the postal laws with 
exclusive responsibility to prescribe the 
conditions of the service to be rendered 
by air carriers. On the other hand, the 
board has the jurisdiction to ‘price’ the 
service which the Postmaster General 
desires. The railroads’ contention that 
the board has no authority to fix rates 
for a certain kind of service is tanta- 
mount to saying that the Postmaster 
General has no authority to exercise his 
exclusive function of specifying the 
service to be performed in transporting 
mail by air. 

“Other assertions of the railroads, di- 
rected ostensibly to the authority of the 
board as well as the Postmaster General, 
are tantamount to an attempt to have 
the board interfere with the performance 
of the Postmaster General’s duties and 
responsibilities to the public by sub- 
stituting its own offices for the discre- 
tion which Congress has confided in the 
Postmaster General. 

“For example, the railroads go so far 
as to demand that in a temporary mail 
rate proceeding, the board should first 
actually investigate the manner in which 
the business of the Post Office Depart- 
ment is conducted .. . 

“Much is said about the diversion of 
mail from the railroads to the air car- 
riers. These comments, however, over- 
look the duty of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to move mail in what he determines 
to be the most efficient, expeditious and 
economic manner and his necessarily 
wide discretion to decide the means to be 
employed; and also overlook the fact 
that the railroads have no vested or 
exclusive right to receive and transport 
any particular volume or class of mail. 


Comptroller General Approves 


“Early in 1953, in the performance of 
his duty to the public, the Postmaster 
General commenced studies of the pos- 
sibility of using air transportation for 
the movement of first class mail. He 
believed that such an operation would 
in many instances provide a substan- 
tially improved service to the public at 
costs comparable to or lower than the 
costs involved through the used of sur- 
face transportation exclusively. Having 
determined, upon advice of the Com- 
ptroller General, that the Post Office De- 
partment may utilize air transportation 
for first class and other preferential mail 
where its use contributes to a more ef- 
ficient or economical postal service and 
where such air transportation is used in 
such a manner as not to impair the basic 
distinction between air mail service and 
regular mail service, the Postmaster 
General, in the exercise of his official 
discretion, decided to institute experi- 
ments in the carriage of this class of 
mail by air. 

“Although they have no vested or ex- 
clusive right to receive and transport any 
particular volume or class of mail, the 
railroads now seek intervention which 
would result in delaying substantially 
the establishment of a temporary basis 
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for payment to air carriers. In this 
way they hope that the Postmaster (en. 
eral or the air carriers would then re. 
fuse to provide the improved service to 
the public, thus enabling the railroads 
to prevent diversion of the small amount 
of mail involved.” 





1.C.C. to Appeal District 
Court’s Refusal to Require 


Intrastate Rate Increases 


An early appeal to the U.S. Su- 
preme Court of the decision of the 
US. district court for the southern 
district of Mississippi, permanently 
enjoining the enforcement of a Com- 
mission order directing increases in 
certain Mississippi intrastate freight 
rates, is planned at the Commission, 
it was learned November 23. 


The court case is an outgrowth of 
the Commission’s report and order in 
No. 31164, Mississippi Intrastate Freight 
Rates and Charges, directing that Ex 
Parte No. 175 increases be applied to 
certain commodities moving in intra- 
state commerce which had been denied 
railroads by the Mississippi Public Serv- 
ice Commission. The case was brought by 
the Mississippi commission. 

The district court said that the I.C.C. 
had no general authority to regulate 
intrastate rates and that the mere exist- 
ence of a disparity between interstate 
and intrastate rates did not authorize 
the I.C.C. to enter a field properly con- 
signed and belonging to the state regula- 
tory body and interfere with rates es- 
tablished by state authority. 

The court said that the paramount 
question was whether there was substan- 
tial evidence to support the findings of 
the Commission, and that “whenever the 
Commission attempts to exert the power 
to interfere with intrastate rates which 
are otherwise in the dominion of state 
regulations, the justification for the ex- 
ercise of such power by the Commission 
must clearly appear of record.” 

In holding that the findings were not 
supported by substantial evidence, the 
lower court said: 

“The record shows that in making the 
investigation for the nation as a whole 
in Ex Parte No. 175 that the Commission 
at that time was making a determination 
that the intrastate rates should be in- 
creased as well as the interstate rates. 
That will not do. 

“There must be a finding based upon 
substantial evidence after a full investi- 
gation that the intrastate rates are ab- 
normally low and that traffic thereunder 
fails to produce its fair share of the 
earnings to yield revenue sufficien: to 
accomplish the purpose of interstate com- 
merce. The record does not bear out 
any substantial evidence to this ef‘ect. 

“There was no separation made by the 
railroads of their revenues, expenses and 
properties as between interstate anc in- 
trastate operations. So far as the record 
shows, it could be fairly assumed tha: the 
rates fixed by the Mississippi Commi: sion 
were not abnormally low but were | -al- 
ing a fair percentage of revenue fo: the 
operation of the carriers. The recor : of 
the evidence in the case reflects a fe vor- 
able financial condition of the rail: ads 
involved herein when contrasted ith 
that of the railroads of the count: 4s 
S ore...” 
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November 27, 1954 


The court said further that in deter- 
mining the intrastate rates in Mississippi 
the Commission refused to take into con- 
sideration the lower passenger deficits 
which prevailed in Mississippi. 

The court also held that the record 
showed that in this case the need of 
the carriers involved for additional rev- 
enue was not as great as the needs of 
the railroads of the country as a whole. 


Louisiana Loses Intrastate 
Rate Appeal to High Court 


Motions to affirm a decision of the 
federal district for the eastern district 
of Louisiana, in which the court upheld 
a Commission decision requiring in- 
creased rates on certain intrastate traffic 
in Louisiana, have been granted by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in 
a per curiam decision in No. 351, Louisi- 
ana Public Service Commission Vv. 
United States. 

In the decision of the Commission, 
Commissioner Freas dissented from the 


entire report, and Commissioner Clarke ° 


dissented in part, facts which the Louisi- 
ana regulatory body pointed out to the 
Supreme Court in its appeal (T.W., Oct. 
23, p. 63). 

The Louisiana commission had, in 
passing on general increase petitions of 
the railroads operating in that state, 
exempted a number of commodities from 
its order requiring that rates within the 
state be brought up to the increased 
interstate level authorized by the fed- 
eral Commission. They were: Asphalt, 
asphalt-coated rock, sand and gravel, 
bagasse, common brick, cement, clay and 
shale cinders, cottonseed, cottonseed 
cake, meal and hulls, cottonseed bran, 
molasses, petroleum products, sand, 
gravel and related commodities, soy- 
beans, soybean cake and meal, sugar, 
raw and refined, and sugar cane, sulphur 
and sulphuric acid, and tarwood or waste 
wood. 

In its appeal to the Supreme Court, 
the Louisiana commission asserted that 
the lower court had not followed Univer- 
sal Camera Corp. v. National Labor Re- 
lations Board, 330 U.S, 474, S. Ct. 456, 
by which, it said, the court below was 
required to determine the substantiality 
of evidence from the whole record. 


Government Asks Damages 
In Ship Sales Complaint 


The Department of Justice has an- 
nounced that a complaint in civil suit 
against Aristoteles S. Onassis and nine 
others has been filed in the U. S. district 
court for the southern district of New 
York “seeking return of $20,000,000 as 
earnings of 16 war surplus vessels il- 
lerilly purchased from the government 
by corporations controlled by Onassis 
an. his associates.” 


rporations in which Onassis has an 
rest, as well as individual business 
slates of Onassis, were also named as 
ndant, as follows: Merope Onassis 
lialidis; Constantine Konialidis; 
nolas Konialidis; Sociedad Industrial 
ritime Financiera Ariona Panama, 
; Sociedad Maritima Miraflores Limi- 
a; Petroleum Carriers of Panama, 
Transatlantica Financiera Indus- 
J, S.A.; United States Petroleum 
Tiers, Inc., and Victory Carriers, Inc. 
he government’s complaint, signed by 


~. 
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Assistant Attorney General Warren E. 
Burger, according to the announce- 
ment, charges that because of the repre- 
sentation that the purchasing corpora- 
tions were bona fide citizens of the 
United States and under control of citi- 
zens, the [former] U.S. Maritime Com- 
mission was induced to make the sales. 
Sales of war surplus vessels could be 
made only to bona fide citizens after 
March 1, 1948. The complaint further 
charges that at the time these represen- 
tations were made the actual control of 
all the corporations was in the Onassis 
group, all of whom were aliens, ineligible 
to purchase a United States flagship, 
and that title to these vessels and all 
earnings of the vessels since then should 
be declared property of the United 
States. 

“A copy of the complaint was served 
on Onassis personally in New York City. 

“Criminal indictments now pending 
against Onassis and his associates and 16 
civil libel suits in admiralty brought dur- 
ing the past 15 months to declare 16 of 
these war surplus vessels forfeited to the 
United States because of violation of the 
1916 Shipping Act, are pending in vari- 
ous federal district courts.” 


High Court Puts Temporary 


Rights Case on Calendar 


The Supreme Court of the United 
States has noted probable jurisdiction, 
and has transferred to its summary 
calendar, two cases involving the au- 
thority of the Commission to extend a 
motor carrier’s lease of rights beyond 
a temporary period of 180 days. 

The cases on appeal are No. 233, United 
States of America and Interstate Com- 
merce Commission v. Stone’s Express, 
Inc., and No. 363, St. Johnsbury Truck- 
ing Co. and Hinsch Transportation Co. 
v. Stone’s Express, Inc. 


In the federal district courts it was 
held that the third sentence of section 
9(b) of the administrative procedure act, 
which keeps in force temporary rights 
while a permanent application is being 
prosecuted, taken with section 210a of 
the interstate commerce act, did not give 
the Commission power to extend tem- 
porary rights in a case involving the 
purchase of such rights (T.W., Oct. 16, 
p. 64). 


MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS 


Digests of statements issued by the 
Secretary of the Commission concerning 
prosecutions, in federal courts, for vio- 
lations of motor carrier provisions of the 
interstate commerce act or of Commission 
— and regulations thereunder, appear 

elow. 


Kansas district, at Kansas City. Blue 
Valley Freight Line, a partnership, of 
Washington, Kan., was fined $100, No- 
vember 8, following its plea of guilty to 
an information charging it with failing 
to maintain a C.O.D. register in the form 
prescribed by the Commission, and with 
failing to remit C.O.D. collections within 
the prescribed period. The fine and costs 
were required to be paid. 

* * _ 


Kansas district, at Kansas City. C. S. 
Simon, dba Simon Truck Line, Washing- 
ton, Kan., was fined $100 November 8, 
following his plea of guilty to an infor- 
mation charging him with failing to 
maintain a C.O.D. register in the form 


1) 


| COURT NEWS 


prescribed by the Commission, and with 
failing to remit C.O.D. collections with- 
in the prescribed period. The fine and 
costs were required to be paid. 

a * * 


Massachusetts district, at Boston. Re- 
frigerated Food Express, Inc., Boston, was 
fined $1,200, November 8, following its 
plea of guilty to an information charg- 
ing it with operating as a common Car- 
rier of property for compensation with- 
out a certificate authorizing the de- 
scribed operations; with permitting driv- 
ers to remain on duty for excessive 
weekly hours; with failing to have doc- 
tors’ certificates for its drivers; with fail- 
ing to require drivers to report in writing 
defects or condition of motor vehicles, 
and with failing to maintain systematic 
inspection and maintenance records for 
each vehicle operated. The fine was paid. 

* * * 


District of Maine, northern division, 
at Bangor. Fines totalling $500 were im- 
posed, November 3, on Samuel B. Schri- 
ver, Merle Schriver, and Aroostook 
Equipment Co., all of Fort Fairfield, Me., 
following their separate pleas of guilty 
to an information charging them with 
violations of the act. Samuel B. Schriver 
was charged with operating as a common 
carrier of property without a certificate 
from the Commission; with failing to 
have doctors’ certificates on file for driv- 
ers, and with failing to require drivers’ 
logs. Merle Schriver was charged with 
aiding and abetting all of the unau- 
thorized operations, and Aroostook Equip- 
ment Co., a shipper, was charged with 
aiding and abetting certain of the un- 
authorized operations in which its ship- 
ments were transported. Samuel R. 
Schriver was fined $225. Merle Schriver 
was fined $25. Aroostook Equipment Co. 
was fined $250. All fines were paid. 

* * * 


Texas northern district, Dallas divi- 
sion, at Dallas. Cecil H. Tyler, doing 
business as Tyler Truck Line, Dallas, was 
permanently enjoined and_ restrained 
from transporting property until such 
time as he has obtained from the Com- 
mission the necessary operating au- 
thority, in a civil proceeding November 
10. The proceeding was based on an 
allegation that defendant had transport- 
ed aircraft engines between points in 
Oklahoma, Arizona, Texas, Florida, and 
North Carolina without authority from 
the Commission. 

* £ * 

Massachusetts district at Boston. Bay 
State Motor Express Co., Cambridge, 
Mass., was fined $900 November 8 fol- 
lowing its plea of guilty to an informa- 
tion charging it with failing to show the 
color of labels applied to the outside con- 
tainers of shipments of dangerous ar- 
ticles on shipping papers prepared and 
used in transferring such shipments to 
connecting carriers. The fine was paid. 

© + x 


North Carolina eastern district at 
Wilson. Charles H. Lancaster, Goldsboro, 
N.C., was fined $300 November 8 fol- 
lowing his plea of guilty to an informa- 
tion charging him with operating as 
both common and contract carrier with- 
out authority from the Commission. The 
fine was required to be paid. 

6 aa 


Texas eastern district, Sherman divi- 
sion, at Sherman. W. B. Ballew, Gaines- 
ville, Tex., was fined $1,500 November 8 
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following his plea of guilty to an infor- 
mation charging him with operating as 
a common carrier without a certificate 
from the Commission authorizing the 
operation described in the information, 
with permitting drivers to remain on 
duty for excessive weekly hours, with 
permitting drivers to operate motor ve- 
hicles for excessive daily hours and with 
failing to have on file doctors’ certifi- 
cates of physical fitness tor certain of 
his drivers. The fine was required to be 
paid. 
cm ~ ” 

Texas eastern district Sherman divi- 
sion, at Sherman. A & A LPG Transport 
Co., Denton, Tex., was fined $650 No- 
vember 8 following its plea of nolo 
contendere to an information charging 
it with operating as a common carrier 
without necessary operating authority 
from the Commission. The fine was re- 
quired to be paid. 


SHIPPING DECISIONS 


Cases Recently Decided by State and 
Federal Courts 


Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of 


National Reporter System, 
Publishing Company, St. 
right, 1947, by West 


ublished by West 
aul, Minn. Copy- 
Publishing Company. 





Municipal Court of City of New York, 
Borough of Manhattan, First District. 


Action by cargo owner against steve- 
dore for damage to a cargo unit which 
stevedore was loading on carrier’s vessel. 
The Municipal Court of the City of 
New York, Borough of Manhattan, First 
District, Schweitzer, J., held that where 
bill of lading limited liability of carrier 
to $500 per package or per customary 
freight unit, stevedore, which was en- 
gaged by carrier to load the cargo and 
which admittedly was guilty of negli- 
gence in damaging one unit, was entitled 
to claim limitation of liability provided 
by the bill of lading. 


Judgment accordingly. 


A cargo owner who enters into con- 
tract of carriage with carrier impliedly 
authorizes carrier to employ on his be- 
half all such necessary and usual serv- 
ants and agents, including independent 
contractors, aS may be necessary to 
perform the contract of carriage, and 
servants and agents so employed by 
carrier are entitled to same protection 
and immunities as would extend to 
carrier if an action were brought against 
carrier for breach of contract of carriage. 


Where bill of lading limited liability 
of carrier to $500 per package or per 
customary freight unit, stevedore, which 
was engaged by carrier to load the cargo 
and which admittedly was guilty of 
negligence in damaging one unit, was 
entitled to claim limitation of liability 
provided by the bill of lading. Carriage 


of Goods by Sea Act, Sec. 4(5), 46 
U\S.C.A. Sec.: 1304(5). (Ford Motor 
Company v. Jarka Corporation, 134 
N.Y.S.2d 52.) 


* a * 


United States District Court, S.D. New 
York. 


Proceeding upon a libel for recovery 
for the nonpayment of charter hire. Re- 
spondent’s bank account was attacked, 
and respondent moved to dismiss the 
libel. The District Court, Palmieri, D.J., 


held, inter alia, that record established 
that libellant had not obtained ample 
security by attachment in aid of its 
pending similar action, involving same 
parties and same issues, in Canal Zone 
Federal District Court. 

Motion denied. 

Federal District Court in New York 
had jurisdiction of libel to recover for 
nonpayment of charter hire where char- 
tering operations took place in New York, 
hire was payable there, and action was 
aided by attachment of respondent’s 
bank account in New York, after which 
a notice of appearance was filed on be- 
half of respondent. 

Proceeding upon a libel pending in 
United States District Court in Canal 
Zone did not bar similar action in New 
York Federal District Court involving 
same parties and same issues. 

In proceeding upon a libel for recovery 
for nonpayment of charter hire, brought 
in Federal District Court for New York, 
where chartering operations took place 
and witnesses were available, discretion 
to decline to retain jurisdiction under 
doctrine of forum non conveniens would 
not be exercised, although a similar ac- 
tion involving same parties and same 
issues was pending in Canal Zone Federal 
District Court. 

In proceeding upon a libel for recovery 
for nonpayment of charter hire, brought 
in Federal District Court for New York 
and aided by attachment of respondent’s 
bank account, record before court on re- 
spondent’s motion to dismiss would not 
sustain respondent’s contention that li- 
bellant had obtained ample security by 
attachment in aid of its similar action, 
involving same parties and same issues, 
pending in Canal Zone Federal District 
Court. (Rederiaktierbolaget v. Compania 
<A Navegacion “Anne” S. A., 124 F.Supp. 

- 
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United States District Court, S.D. New 
York 


Action was brought to recover damages 
because of alleged breach of contract of 
freight agreement. Defendant made a 
motion for summary judgment, and the 
association made a motion for a stay of 
proceedings, and the Federal Maritime 
Board made a motion for leave to inter- 
vene. The District Court, Murphy, J., 
held that where basic conference agree- 
ment and its amendments and changes 
of association of common carriers by 
water, as approved by Shipping Board 
and its successors, did not provide for an 
exclusive patronage, dual rate system to 
contract and non-contract' shippers, 
freight agreement between association 
and shipper that shipper would exclu- 
sively use vessels of carriers belonging to 
the association, and that if shipper pa- 
tronized a carrier, who was not a mem- 
ber of the association, shipper would be 
liable to association members, was illegal 
under the provisions of the Shipping Act 
and Anti-Trust Laws. 

Motion for stay of proceedings and 
motion to intervene denied, and defend- 
ant’s motion for summary judgment 
granted. 

The Federal Maritime Board did not 
have exclusive primary jurisdiction to 
determine whether arrangement between 
common carriers by water, without ap- 
proval of board, pursuant to which ex- 
clusive patronage, dual contract and 
non-contract rates and tariffs were 
offered to shippers, made such contract 
with a shipper illegal because of lack of 
administrative approval. Shipping Act 
of 1916, Secs. 1 et seq., 15 as amended, 46 
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U.S.C.A. Secs. 801 et seq., 814; Sherman 
Anti-Trust Act, Secs. 1-8, as amenied, 
15 U.S.C.A. Secs. 1-7, 15 note. 

Where basic conference agreement ind 
its amendments and changes of associa- 
tion of common carriers by water, as ap- 
proved by Shipping Board and its suc- 
cessors, did not provide for an exclusive 
patronage, dual rate system to contract 
and non-contract shippers, freight agree- 
ment between association and shipper 
that shipper would exclusively use vessels 
of carriers belonging to the association, 
and that if shipper patronized a carrier, 
who was not a member of the association, 
shipper would be liable to association 
members, was illegal under the provisions 
of the Shipping Act and Anti-Trust 
Laws. Shipping Act of 1916, Secs. 1 et seq,, 
15, as amended, 46 U.S.C.A. Secs. 801 et 
seq., 814; Sherman Anti-Trust Act, Secs, 
1-8, as amended, 15 U.S.C.A. Secs. 1-7, 15 
note. (River Plate and Brazil Confer y. 
Pressed Steel Car Co., 124 F.Supp. 88). 


x * * 


United States District Court, E.D. North 
Carolina, Wilmington Division. 


Action by tug owner against charterer 
of barge for breach of towage contract. 
The District Court, Gilliam, J., held that 
where charterer of barge had no legal 
right to treat towage contract as termi- 
nated, charterer’s interference and pre- 
vention of further performance by tug 
owner constituted a breach of the con- 
tract and charterer was liable for dam- 
ages sustained by tug owner. 

Judgment accordingly. 

A carrier which fails without good 
cause to deliver goods at their destina- 
tion within a reasonable time is liable for 
loss caused by unnecessary delay. 

Rescission of a contract by one party 
is justified if the other party commits a 
material breach of contract or by his 
fault makes substantial performance of 
his contract obligation impossible. 


Unless time is of the essence of the 
contract, delay in performance is not 
considered a material breach justifying 
rescission. (Sanders v. Meyerstein, 124 
F.Supp 77). 






































MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS 
Regulation of Common Carriers 
Cases Recently Decided by 









State and Federal Courts 


Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of 
National Reporter Systems published by West 
Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. Copy- 
right, 1947, by West Publishing Company. 








Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia. 


The State Corporation Commission, 
on application for transfer of Household 
Goods Carrier Certificate, entered an ol- 
der for issuance of a new certificate, and 
entered a further order rescinding the 
transfer and dismissing the applicstion 
and the original holder of the certificate 
and the proposed transferee appeal: d as 
of right from both orders. The Supreme 
Court of Appeals, Whittle, J., held that 
the Commission did not, under st tute 
governing such carriers, have rigit t0 
issue a new certificate to trans: <reé, 
placing therein a point of origin re ric- 
tion which was not incorporate. 10 
original certificate. 


Reversed and remanded. 


Under statute governing hous 
goods carriers and providing that if 
Corporation Commission shall find 
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posed operation justified by public con- 
venience and necessity, it shall issue 
Household Goods Carrier Certificate to 
applicant therefore, subject to such 
terms, limitations and restrictions as 
Commission deems proper, no designa- 
tion of a point of origin is contemplated, 
and Commission may not include restric- 
tion as to point of origin in original cer- 
tificate. Code 1950, Secs. 56-338.8, 56- 
338.11. 

Statutory provision that Household 
Goods Carrier Certificate may be trans- 
ferred or leased subject to approval of 
State Corporation Commission, and un- 
der such reasonable rules and regulations 
as may be prescribed by Commission, 
gives Commission no arbitrary power to 
refuse to transfer such certificates if its 
reasonable rules and regulations have 
been complied with. Code 1950, Sec. 
56-338.14. 


Statute relating to certificates of con- 
venience and necessity for household 
goods carriers does not have prevention 
of unrestricted competition in such busi- 
ness aS 2 Major purpose. Code 1950, Sec. 
56-338.8. 


Neither court nor State Corporation 
Commission is authorized to enact laws. 


Where holder of Household Goods Car- 
rier Certificate sought to transfer cer- 
tificate, State Corporation Commission 
did not, under statute governing such 
carriers, have right to issue a new cer- 
tificate to transferee, placing therein a 
point of origin restriction which was not 
incorporated in original certificate. Code 
1950, Secs. 56-338.2, 56-338.8, 56-338.11, 
56-338.14, 56-338.16. (Frank L. Cook 
Transfer v. Commonwealth, 83 S. E. 2d 
733). 


TRANSPORTATION 
LEGISLATION 





Weeks Gives Senator List 
Of Maritime Bills to Be 
Drafted by Commerce Dep’t 


Among the legislative measures 
Secretary of Commerce Weeks will 
Support in the new Congress will 
be one authorizing the trading-in of 
dry cargo vessels toward the con- 
struction of new vessels of that type, 
Similar to the “trade-in-and-build” 
tanker program authorized by the 
Eighty-third Congress. 


Tois was among eight measures the 
Sec:etary said his department would 
Sponsor in a reply to questions addressed 
to lim by Senator Butler, of Maryland, 
chai;man of the water transportation 
Sub-ommittee of the Senate committee 
On ‘nterstate and foreign commerce. 
Sern ‘or Butler had asked Mr. Weeks 
Wh: legislation the latter would sponsor 
Ine Eighty-fourth Congress, explain- 
In¢ hat he wanted to avoid duplication 
of ‘ort by permitting his subcommittee 
to oncentrate on matters which the 
Sec etary did not plan to sponsor (T.W., 
No. 13, p. 74). The senator listed, in 
hi: letter to Secretary Weeks, the mat- 
te. which he said were most in need 
of srompt legislative action. 

-ccretary Weeks said, in replying to 


Senator Butler, that he agreed that, 
while legislation enacted in the last ses- 
sion of Congress solved a number of the 
most pressing merchant marine prob- 
lems, some additional action was re- 
quired. The Secretary said that his de- 
partment had submitted to the Bureau 
of the Budget the following proposals: 


“1. Reactivation of the ship construc- 
tion revolving fund by authorizing de- 
posit in that fund of appropriations and 
certain receipts from mortgages and the 
sale and charter of government vessels. 


“2. Authorization of sale of govern- 
ment ship mortgages, the receipts of 
which would be deposited in the revolv- 
ing fund. 

“3. Authorization for non - subsidized 
operators to place vessel earnings in a 
construction fund on a _ tax-deferred 
basis. 


“4. Specific authority to do experi- 
mental and development work on mer- 
chant ships and devices, including the 
operation of such ships. 


“5. Authorization for a uniform sales 
price for Mariner ships. While there 
exists the possibility that a uniform sales 
price can be provided administratively, 
legislation may be required. 


“6. Authorization for the government 
to accept dry-cargo vessels 10 years of 
age or more for allowance against the 
construction of new vessels. 


“7. Authorization and appropriations 
for the completion of the reserve fleet 
repair program. 

“8. Permanent authorization to pro- 
vide marine war risk insurance under 
Title XII of the merchant marine act, 
1936, as amended. (Present authority 
terminates in 1955.)” 


Additional Measures Considered 


Secretary weeks also said that, in 
addition to the aforementioned meas- 
ures, the department had under con- 
sideration a number of other maritime 
matters which might require legislation. 
Those, he said, included: 


“1. Authorization of accelerated depre- 
ciation on new merchant vessels. In view 
of the provisions of the recently-enacted 
tax law, Public Law 591, dealing with 
depreciation allowances, further study 
should be given to this proposal. 


“2. Assistance to operators of tramp 
vessels. The department has under study 
assistance now provided tramp vessels 
under cargo preference laws and the 
possible substitution therefor of other 
types of aids. 


“3. Procedures for determination of 
construction-differential subsidies. Based 
on its recent experience in the matter 
of determining construction subsidy for 
the Mariner type vessels, the Federal 
Maritime Board believes that under the 
present procedures the subsidy deter- 
minations can promptly and effectively 
be made in connections with all pending 
subsidy applications. We do not believe, 
therefore, the matter is one which re- 
quires the immediate attention of Con- 
gress.” 


Secretary Weeks observed that, under 
present procedures, the determination as 
to those proposals which actually would 
be presented to Congress was a joint 
matter between the Bureau of the Budget 
and the departments concerned. He as- 
sured Senator Butler that, as soon as 
final determination was reached on the 
measures to be recommended to Con- 
gress, he would inform the senator. 


TT 


LABOR NEWS 


Higher Pay for Pullman 
Conductors Proposed in 


Emergency Board Report 


Conductors employed by The Pull- 
man Co. should receive a wage in- 
crease of 5 cents an hour on the 
basic monthly rate of 205 hours, in 
addition to 13 cents an hour on 
accrued cost-of-living increases, but 
their request for wage increases 
based on claimed inequities and al- 
lered disparities with employes of 
other railroad and Pullman company 
crafts, an emergency board said in a 
report to the President, November 22. 


The emergency board had been created 
by an executive order of the President 
issued October 16, to investigate disputes 
between The Pullman Co. and certain of 
its employes represented by the Order 
of Railwav Conductors and Brakemen. 
Hearings that the board held, in Chi- 
cago, were concluded November 17 (T.W. 
Nov. 20, p. 20). 

The increases recommended by the 
board would be retroactive to December 
16, 1953, that being the, effective date 
of similar increases granted to other 
emploves of The Pullman Co. in com- 
parable crafts, according to a White 
House summary of the emergency 
board’s report. 

Members of the emergency board were: 
Edward F. Carter, of Lincoln, Neb., 
associate justice of the Supreme Court 
of Nebraska, chairman; Edward J. Bunn, 
S.J., of Washington, D.C., president of 
Georgetown University, and Howard A. 
Johnson, of Butte, Mont., a former chief 
justice of the Supreme Court of Montana. 

The board recommended against the 
employes’ request for three weeks of 
vacation with pay after 10 years of 
service, but advocated, however, that 
three weeks of vacation with pay be 
granted after 15 years of service, effective 
January 1, 1954. If their request on 
the vacation issue were granted, the 
board said, the Pullman conductors would 
receive “vacation benefits enjoyed by 
no other craft in the railroad industry.” 
The White House summary of the board’s 
report concluded as follows: 

“It is the opinion of the emergency 
board that Pullman conductors were 
entitled to the same wage increases that 
had been established as a wage increase 
pattern on and following December 16, 
1953. It was the judgment of the 
emergency board that an increase in 
excess of or less than the established 
pattern would in itself constitute an 
inequity between comparable non-oper- 
ating Pullman and railroad employes.” 





Negotiations in ‘Non-Op’ Case 
After conferences between the com- 
mittee representing 15 nonoperating rail 
employe unions and officials of a num- 
ber of southeastern railroads, on a de- 
mand by the “non-ops” that these rail- 
roads adopt the so-called “health and 
welfare” provisions of the national agree- 
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ment between the 15 unions and the 
railroads, had been resumed on Novem- 
ber 22, the railroad representatives, ex- 
cept those of the Atlantic Coast Line, 
returned to their home offices (T.W., 
Nov. 20, p. 72). In the meanwhile, how- 
ever, a settlement between the “non- 
ops” and the Richmond, Fredericksburg 
& Potomac Railroad was reached, it was 
stated at the National Mediation Board. 
Earlier, the Central of Georgia reached 
an agreement with the unions. It was 
indicated that negotiations between the 
brotherhoods and the Coast Line would 
continue. 


Emergency Board Created 


In Conductors’ Wage Case 


Acting on a certification by the Na- 
tional Mediation Board, President Eisen- 
hower issued an executive order, late No- 
vember 23, creating an emergency board 
to investigate a dispute between the rail- 
roads and certain of their employes rep- 
resented by the Order of Railway Con- 
ductors and Brakemen. 

The O.R.C.B. is demanding a graduated 
scale of pay, related to the weight of lo- 
comotives of the trains on which the con- 
ductors represented by it are employed. 
An arbitration offer by the N.M.B. was 
rejected by the parties to the dispute, and 
R. O. Hughes, president of the O.R.C.B., 
had indicated that he would set a strike 
date (T.W., Nov. 20, p. 72). 

In a preamble of the President’s execu- 
tive order it was stated that “this dis- 
pute, in the judgment of the National 
Mediation Board, threatens substantially 
to interrupt interstate commerce to a de- 
gree such as to deprive the country of 
essential transportation service.” 


B.R.T. Seeks Conferences 
On Rules Change Demands 


W. P. Kennedy, president of the 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, has 
moved to arrange meetings with repre- 
sentatives of the eastern, western and 
southeastern carriers’ conference com- 
mittees in furtherance of the brother- 
hood’s demands for wage increases and 
other rules changes set forth in formal 
notices served on June 7. 


Mr. Kennedy asked that a place, time 
and date for conferences be set, in letters 
to J. W. Oram, D. P. Loomis and W. S&S. 
Baker, respectively representing the east- 
ern, western and southeastern carriers’ 
conference committees. 


The demands include items concern- 
ing train length, payment for seven speci- 
fied holidays, time and one-half in addi- 
tion to regular vacation pay when em- 
ployes are required to work during va- 
cation periods, and alleged inequities in 
yardmen’s earnings. 


It was stated authoritatively that Mr. 
Kennedy was working closely with H. E. 
Gilbert, president of the Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen. 


Railroad Retirement Tax Table 


The Internal Revenue Service has 
published a table showing the amount 
of employe tax payable at the 6% per 
cent rate under the amendment to the 
railroad retirement act which became 
law on August 31, on compensation paid 
from July 1, in the November 22 issue 
of the Internal Revenue Bulletin. 
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A.U. Air Transport Institute Graduates 
Hear Talk on Airline Industry Outlook 


Five new equipment programs of the 
air transportation industry could be 
expected in the future, said Stanley 
Gewirtz, assistant to the president of the 
Air Transport Association of America, 
in an address at a luncheon in Wash- 
ington, D.C., November 19, at which 
certificates were presented to graduates 
of the eighth annual air transportation 
institute of The American University. 

Twenty-eight men and two women 
constituted the graduating class, shown 
in the photograph. The certificate pre- 
sentations were made by Dr. Hurst R. 
Anderson, president of The American 
University. In the absence of Dr. L. M. 
Homberger, director of the institute, be- 
cause of illness that resulted in his 
death three days later, the dean of the 
university’s School of Social Sciences 
and Public Affairs, Dr. Ernest Posner, 
presided. 


The new air transportation equipment 
programs that would materialize soon 
or within a few years, Mr. Gewirtz said, 
were: 


(1) Replacement of reciprocating air- 
craft engines with “turbo-props’”—a de- 
velopment described as one “immediately 
on the horizon’; (2) development of 
a plane designed for cargo transporta- 
tion—a project in which construction 
of a prototype by the armed services was 
anticipated; (3) use of either helicopters 
or some other type of fixed-wing air- 
craft for short-haul transportation; (4) 
construction and use of jet-propelled air- 
liners, essentially in long-haul service— 
described as a long-range development, 
and (5) improved ground equipment, air- 
ways facilities, etc. 

A “technological obstacle” to expan- 
sion of air transport services that now 


existed, Mr. Gewirtz said, was “the 
problem of vanishing air space,” also 
referred to as “the problem of populated 
sky.” He referred to air traffic conges- 
tion in heavily populated areas. He ‘said 
a survey of air traffic conditions at thre 
air ports in the New York City area last 
December had shown that “over-all oper- 
ations averaged 76 planes per hour while 
airport demand averaged 150 planes pet 
hour.” 


Though revenues of the airlines had 
risen from $312 million in 1946 to a 
estimated total of $965 million in 1954 
said Mr. Gewirtz, airline operating costs 
had risen so that “the increase in 
the gap between what it costs us 
fly and what we get back in net reve 
nue is insignificant.” The scheduled 
us to fly and what we get back in nel 
revenue is insignificant.” The scheduled 
airlines’ operating ratio (the percentage 
relationship of expenses to gross reve 
nues) in 1954 would be 92 per cent, he 
said. He maintained that the airline 
needed to retain enough of their earl: 
ings to enable them to assure investor 
in the air transportation business tha 
they could “clip coupons regularly.” 

After noting that on certain air 
first-class mail was being trans| 
by planes on a “space-available’ 

Mr. Gewirtz said he was sure 
would be protests from the sche 
airlines in the future “if they te< 
mail off the airlines and put it in 
missiles.” 


Lieutenant Commander Kenn 
Klofkorn, of Falls Church, Va., 
ant for mobilization planning 
assistant chief for transportation 
Navy Department’s Bureau of § | 
and Accounts, made the valedict« y 
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dress for the graduating class. Other 
members of the class were: 


Lieutenant Colonel Charles C. Baker, 
of Kelly Air Force Base, Tex.; Captain 
Alfred J. Baldwin, US. Air Force, 
Memphis, Tenn.; Major Robert M. 
Berry, Jr., of Army transportation school, 
Fort Eustis, Va.; Colonel John H. 
Bertolet, U.S. Air Force, Bethlehem, Pa.; 
Angel L. Collazo, transport economist, 
government of Puerto Rico; Mrs. R. 
Beatrice Dane, Department of the Air 
Force, Washington, D.C.; Major Philip 
H. Dwyer, U.S. Air Force, Rome, N.Y.; 
Wing Commander G. J. Edwards, Royal 
Canadian Air Force, Lachine, Quebec; 
John E. Evans, Wichita Falls, Tex.; 
Major LeRoy P. Frank, U.S. Army, 
Arlington, Va.; Dale H. Goodwin, Hill 
Air Force Base, Utah; Captain Warren 
C. Hess, U.'S. Air Force, Shaw Air Force 
Base, S.C.; Major Morse K. Jeffers, U.S. 
Air Force, Gulfport, Miss.; Mrs. Geneive 
H. Kelley, Alexandria, Va.; Charles A. 
Kemper, Alexandria, Va.; Edward J. 
Kennery, Walden, N.Y.; Lester Koerlin, 
San Antonia, Tex.; Michael A. LaCar- 
tuba, Washington, D.C.; Major Charles 
A. Leftwich, U.S. Air Force, Mobile, Ala.; 
Lieutenant Colonel Charles D. McCabe, 
US. Air Force, Brooklyn, N.Y.; Captain 
Thayne W. Miner, U.S. Air Force, Novato, 
Calif.; Wing Commander Charles L. 
Olsson, Royal Canadian Air Force, 
Ottawa; Captain James H. Sonyers, 
Us. Air Force San Antonio, Tex.; Roy 
V. Sharratt, Aiea, Hawaii; Lieutenant 
Colonel Harry P. Verbeek, Military Air 
Transport Service, San Antonio; Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Charles E. Voorhees, 
Military Air Tranport Service, Andrews 
Air Force Base, Md.; Major Sylvester J. 
Wagasky, U.S. Air Force, Cleveland, O.; 
James P. Whaley, vice-president and 
traffic manager, Wien Alaska Airlines, 
Inc., Fairbanks, Alaska, and Captain Le- 
= L. Willard, U. S. Army, Fort Eustis, 

a. 
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Second-Quarter Carloading 
Forecast by Shipper Boards 
Too High by 8.9 Per Cent 


A comparison of the carloading 
estimates by the 13 regional shippers’ 
advisory boards for the second quar- 


ter of 1954 with the actual total of 
Carloadings for that period showed 
that the composite forecast by the 
Shipner boards exceeded the actual 
loadings by 8.9 per cent, according to 
the ar service division of the Asso- 
cial on of American Railroads. 


The national forecast by the shipper 
boa: 's for the second quarter of this year 
Was ‘hat 7,188,765 cars of freight would 
be " ansported by the railroads in that 
per) |, but the actual loadings for April, 
Ma’ and June totaled 6,547,109 cars, the 
A.A 2. division reported. 


13 regional boards made over- 
ates. Most nearly accurate were 
‘orecasts by the Pacific Northwest 


board, where actual loadings of 257,351 
cars in the board’s area fell only 1.5 per 
cent short of the board’s estimate of 
261,277 cars, and the Pacific Coast board, 
where actual loadings of 358,053 cars 
were only 2.8 per cent below the total 
of 368,263 cars estimated by the board. 


Largest of the over-estimates were 
those made by the Allegheny board, 16.2 
per cent (the board’s forecast having 
been that carloadings would total 809,145, 
while actual loadings totaled 678,103), 
and the Northwest board, in the area of 
which the actual loadings for the quarter 
totaled 535,275 cars, as against a fore- 
cast of 638,217 cars by the board. 


The composite national forecast of the 
shipper boards showed over-estimates for 
26 commodity groups and under-esti- 
mates for six groups, the latter being: 
(1) flour, meal and other mill products, 
4.8 per cent; (2) hay, straw and alfalfa, 
28.8 per cent; (3) cottonseed, soybean 
and vegetable cake and meal, excluding 
oil, 11.8 per cent; (4) “other fresh fruits,” 
7.7 per cent; (5) poultry and dairy 
products, 7.8 per cent, and (6) food prod- 
ucts in cans and packages, 3.8 per cent. 


Largest of the under-estimates with 
respect to commodity groups were those 
for cotton (15.9 per cent), coal and coke 
(13 per cent), ore and concentrates (21.9 
per cent), salt (14.8 per cent), iron and 
steel (14.5 per cent), other metals (10.4 
per cent), and automobiles and trucks 
(11.6 per cent). 





986 New Locomotive Units 
Installed in 10 Months 


Class I railroads placed 986 new loco- 
motive units in service in the first 10 
months of 1954, the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads has announced. Of that 
number 971 were diesel-electric units and 
the other 15 were gas turbine-electric 
units, the A.A.R. said, adding that in the 
corresponding period of 1953, the rail- 
roads put in service 1,839 new locomotive 
units of which 1,822 were diesel-electric, 
13 steam and 4 gas turbine-electric. 


“Class I railroads installed 33 new loco- 
motive units in October this year, of 
which all were diesel-electric except for 
one gas turbine-electric.” said the A.A.R. 
“In October, 1953, they installed 156 loco- 
motive units of which all were diesel- 
electric except for one steam. 


“Class I railroads on November 1, 1954, 
had 158 new locomotive units on order. 
These included 148 diesel-electric units. 
Class I railroads on November 1, 1953, 
had 630 new locomotive units on order, 
which included 603 diesel-electric, 2 
steam, 10 electric, and 15 gas turbine- 
electric. 





Freight Car Supply Report 


US. railroads reported an average daily 
surplus of 28,785 freight cars and an av- 
erage daily shortage of 2,716 freight cars 
in the week ended November 13, as 
against a surplus of 28,925 cars and a 
shortage of 2,790 cars, on an average daily 
basis, in the week ended November 6, ac- 
cording to the car service division of the 
Association of American Railroads. 

The surplus in the week ended Novem- 
ber 13 was made up as follows: Plain box, 
884; auto box, 280; gondola, 11,848; hop- 
per, 9,251 (includes 343 covered); stock, 
83; refrigerator, 4,045; flat, 1,895, and 
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miscellaneous, 499. The shortage in that 
period consisted of 2,450 plain box cars, 
42 hopper, 71 stock, 131 flat, and 22 mis- 
cellaneous Cars. 





Canadian Loadings Lagging 
9.3 Per Cent Behind 1953 


In the 10-month period from January 
1 to October 31, 1954, cars of revenue 
freight loaded by the principal Canadian 
railways totaled 3,049,754, representing a 
decline of 9.3 per cent from 3,363,598 
cars loaded in the corresponding period 
of 1953, according to data compiled by 
the Public Finance and Transportation 
Division of the Dominion Bureau of 
Statistics, Ottawa, Canada, and made 
available by the bureau. Cars received 
from connections declined 13.7 per cent 
from 1,371,209 to 1,183,174. 


The bureau showed that the principal 
items contributing to the decrease in 
the 10-month period were grain, down 
from 435,762 to 287,862 cars; iron ore, 
off from 42,049 to 32,381 cars; automo- 
biles, trucks and parts, down from 176,- 
527 to 61,922 cars; miscellaneous carload 
commodities, down from 207,473 to 190,- 
269 cars, and merchandise, less-carload, 
off from 681,088 to 600,659 cars. It said 
non-ferrous ores and concentrates in- 
creased substantially from 117,300 cars 
to 128,411. 


The compilation showed that carload- 
ings totaled 101,516 in the 10-day period 
ended October 31 this year as against 
118,675 in the same period of 1953, or a 
decrease of 14.5 per cent. Cars received 
from connections numbered 38,658 as 
compared with 44,240 in the earlier pe- 
riod, a drop of 12.6 per cent. Eastern di- 
vision loadings amounted to 63,540 cars 
and were 15.2 per cent under last year 
while western division loadings totaled 
Pig cars and were 13.2 per cent under 

53. 


Accounting for the reduction in traffic 
in the 10-day period, the bureau said, 
were grain; grain products; coal; iron 
and steel products (manufactured); 
gasoline; sand, gravel and crushed stone; 
pulpwood; automobiles, trucks and parts; 
miscellaneous carload commodities, and 
merchandise, L.C.L. Carried in greater 
quantities, it said, were iron ore and 
non-ferrous ores and concentrates. 





Rail Employment 


Employes of Class I steam railways, 
exclusive of switching and terminal com- 
panies totaled 1,054,602 at the middle of 
October, 1954, a decrease of 13.17 per 
cent under the figure for October, 1953, 
and a decrease of 0.67 per cent under 
September, 1954, according to a rail em- 
ployment compilation prepared by the 
Commission’s Bureau of Transport Eco- 
nomics and Statistics. The October, 1954, 
employment was reported as follows: 


Executives, officials, and staff assist- 
ants, 15,934; professional, clerical, and 
general, 197,991; maintenance of way and 
structures, 198,975; maintenance of 
equipment and stores, 265,338; transpor- 
tation (other than train, engine, and 
yard), 129,572; transportation (yard- 
masters, switch tenders, and hostlers), 
14,423, and transportation (train and 
engine service, 323,369. 
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Plane Loading, Unloading 
Expedited by ‘Airdock’ in 


Tests, Airline Reports 


Present methods of loading and 
unloading passengers, baggage and 
cargo from airline transport planes 
can be “revolutionized” by an “air- 
dock” that has undergone successful 
tests by United Air Lines at Denver, 
Colo., according to a UAL. an- 
nouncement. 


Officials of United said that in a 
“mock-up” test of the “airdock,” as DC- 
NB Mainliner was emptied of passengers 
and its dummy load of mail, baggage, 
express and freight in four minutes. The 
results were regarded as a rough ap- 
proximation of the unloading time which 
would be achieved under actual operat- 
ing conditions. Company spokesmen said 
that “on-loading” of dob als planes 


by means of the “airdoeck” also woyld 
be expedited. 
A report by United on th idl use 


of the “airdock” included the following: 


“Experiments with the mock-up re- 
liably indicate that a fully instalied ‘air- 
dock’ would eliminate most of the mobile 
ground equipment now used in servicing 
aircraft. This includes gas trucks, bag- 
gage carts, tractors, power units, oil and 
A.D.I. carts, air conditioning units, sani- 
tation carts, mobile belt conveyors and 
passenger loading stands. 


“As evident in the mock-up, the ‘air- 
dock’ reverses traditional ramp proce- 
dure. The aircraft becomes the mobile 
element while their servicing facilities 
are stationary. Instead of bringing items 
to a parked plane, the plane is towed 
into the ‘airdock,’ where all items are 
available at fixed locations ... 

“Time studies of outbound servicing 
operations have not been undertaken in 
this phase of mock-up testing because 
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outlets for gas, oil and other su) plies 
have not been built. Food conta ner 
elevated to the passenger bridge by for; 
lifts in the recent try-outs, would fp 
lifted by hydraulic hoist in a fin:she 
‘airdock.’” 

Seely v. Hall, assistant vice-president, 
facilities, of United, issued the following 
statement: 

“Tests have convinced us that the ‘air. 
dock’ has possibilities which merit com. 
plete development and the construction 
of a prototype. We have found that the 
installation offers faster cargo and bag- 
gage handling, greater comfort and con- 
venience to passengers, and improved 
working conditions for ramp servicemen 
and cargo handlers. 

“As a facility at a major terminal, the 
‘airdock’ would do much to relieve ramp 
clutter. Conservatively, it would elimi- 
nate 70 per cent of the mobile equip- 
ment presently used. Aside from savings 
in the purchase and maintenance if such 
equipment, additional economy would re- 
sult from the fact that less ramp area 
would be needed for ground handling of 
aircraft. 

“Passengers would be under shelter to 
and from the cabin door. They would 
not be required to climb or descend steep 
stands in open weather. Their baggage 
would begin moving out of the pits at 
the moment the plane halted in the dock. 
It-would be en route to claiming areas 
when they reached ground level. 

“An increase in safety factors is among 
our expectations. This would come 
through a reduction in mobile equip- 
ment and the use of underground in- 
stallations. Opportunities for human 
error also would be fewer. Weather 
hazards would be minimized, since many 
ramp servicemen would remain unde 
shelter at all times. 


“The mock-up has demonstrated that 
the idea of an ‘airdock’ is practical from 
both economic and operational stand- 
points. We feel that it now can be fully 
developed. Engineering of additional 
elements, such as outlets for fuel and air 
conditioning, will begin shortly, aimed 
toward eventual construction of a proto- 
type of a major terminal.” 

The project was under the direction of 
Mr. Hall and of D. F. Magarrell, vice- 
president, transportation services, for the 
airline. 





This 1000-horsepower all- 
geepeee Diesel is one of two 

ozen such locomotives now in 
Fast Freight Service on the M. & 
St. L. More of the handy road- 
and-switch engines are added 
every year to the big M. & St. L. 
fleet of Diesel power. 








Close-up picture of ‘airdock’ tested by United Air Lines at Denver, showing hydraulic hoists (at igh') 


Minneapolis & St. Louis 7 
p a which straddle conveyor belt. Lofty structures (left center background) are a fueling boom which 
Ralway takes the place of gasoline trucks, and a passenger bridge which extends to the cabin door of ‘ane, 

| 


which is towed into position. 
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Union Barge Line towboat ‘Cornell’ pushes large tow up Ohio river near Ravenswood, W.Va. 


Execution and Use of Shipping 





Documents and Ships Papers 


HE TRANSPORTATION of goods 

by water and the management of 
vessels engaged in water transportation 
services require the execution and use 
of a number of shipping documents and 
ship’s papers. These documents are nec- 
essary (1) to identify the goods and 
transactions; (2) to provide for the pro- 
tection of the. legal rights of vessel 
Operators, and personnel; and (3) to 
protect the legal rights of owners of 
cargo. Every shipment by water sets 
up a chain of intricate legal relation- 
ships among owners of the goods, the 
Owners and operators of vessels, the of- 
fice's and personnel of the vessels, and 
the governments of the United States 
anc other countries concerned with the 
shij»ments or vessels. 

I’ is unnecessary to discuss in detail 
the form and contents of these shipping 
doc:ments and ship’s papers, but the 
ger-ral purpose and use of the most 
Im ortant of them should be outlined 
to inderstand the procedure necessary 
to ransport goods by water and in the 
Op: ating of vessels. 

. the domestic water trades it is cus- 


tomary to transport goods via common 
carrier water transportation companies 
under the uniform bill of lading con- 
tract used in connection with shipments 
by railroads and shipping documents 
similar to, or identical with, those used 
in railroad transportation. Shipments 
over joint-rail-water services in the 
domestic trades are usually transported 
under shipping documents used in rail- 
road transportation. 

Tramp or contract carrier operations 
in the domestic water trades use docu- 
ments similar to those used with re- 
spect to water transportation in over- 


This is the sixth of a new series 
of articles by G. Lloyd Wilson, 
chairman, Transportation and 
Public Utilities Department, Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania, Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 





seas services. These domestic shipping 
documents will not be discussed except 
incidentally and the present discussion 
will be confined to a brief statement of 
the character and uses of the docu- 
ments used in overseas transportation 
by water. 


Shipping documents are the papers re- 
quired to provide the basis for the rights 
and obligations of the shipper and con- 
signee and the carrier or carriers. who 
transport the freight, and their relation- 
ships to governmental authority. They 
consist of the following major documents: 
(1) the freight or cargo contract, (2) the 
shipping permit, (3) the dock receipt, (4) 
the ocean bill of lading, (5) the notice of 
arrival, (6) the delivery order, (7) the 
delivery receipt, and (8) certificate of 
cargo insurance or insurance policy. An- 
other group of documents are necessary 
to identify the goods and their nature 
and value for clearance from the United 
States and entry into foreign countries, 
or clearance from foreign countries and 
entry into the United States. These 
documents include, chiefly: (1) the 
shippers export declaration, (2) the in- 
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FREE — Moving Guide 


Personnel Transfers 


If you want to save yourself 
work and worry...and please 
the folks you transfer... write 
for UNITED’S 28-page illus- 
trated booklet: “Moving With 
Care Everywhere.” It fits your 
file...and it’s free on request. 
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A Freight 


Rate Primer 





Give a copy of this booklet te 
everyone in the traffic department 





Reprinted from a series of articles in 
TRAFFIC WORLD by G. Lloyd Wilson. 


Here is basic information 
on freight rates and rate mak- 
ing which can be used by 
everyone in the traffic depart- 
ment—even the seasoned traf- 
fic executive will find this a 
valuable review. 


Contents: Freight Rates and 
Classification . . . The Proc- 
esses of Freight Making .. . 
Interterritorial Freight Rates 
—Reparation .. . Freight Rate 
Making. 

Order at these special quantity rates: 


1 to 5 copies at 60 cents each 
6 to 10 copies at 50 cents each 
11 to 25 copies at 45 cents each 
26 and over eat 40 cents each 


Book Department 


Traffic Service Corporation 
815 Washington Building 
Washington 5, D.C. 
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The Harry Culbreath of the Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., Inc. taking on load of grain at the public 


grain elevator at the Port of New Orleans, La. 


In discharging her cargo at Japan, the Philippines, 


Singapore and Indonesia, vessel will pick up cargo of bauxite and copra destined for the United States. 


spection certificate, (3) the certificate of 
origin, (4) the commercial invoice, and 
(5) the consular invoice. If the ship- 
ments are handled by foreign freight 
forwarders another group of documents 
are necessary, including principally: (1) 
forwarder’s freight contract, (2) for- 
warder’s shipping instructions, (3) for- 
warder’s lighterage or trucking instruc- 
tions, (4) forwarder’s bill of lading or 
express receipt, (5) forwarder’s expense 
of freight bill, (6) forwarder’s waypbill, 
and (7) the freight bill, arrival nofice, 
and delivery receipt. Many of these docu- 
ments are the counterparts of steamship 
documents. 


Shipping Documents 


Cargo is sometimes booked almost up 
to the day of sailing. Traffic officers of 
ocean lines prefer, when possible, to book 
cargo in advance and to have the avail- 
able cargo space in their vessels fully 
booked before the vessels arrive in port. 
Shippers, moreover, usually require as- 
surance that their shipments have been 
definitely booked at specified freight 
rates. The initial step in the shipping 
transaction, therefore, is the negotiation 
of a freight contract. 

In order to prevent pier congestion and 
unnecessary cargo handling, and to fa- 
cilitate cargo loading, ocean carriers 
usually require shippers to deliver out- 
bound cargo at the pier according to 
instructions. The necessary arrangements 
are in some instances made by telephone 
or otherwise, but in others the shipper 
is required to obtain a shipping permit 
which instructs the receiving clerk at a 
particular pier to receive specified cargo 
on specified dates for shipment to a 
named destination on a designated ves- 
Sel. 


Upon delivery at the pier or wharf 
the carriers by water issue dock receipts. 
This document is a receipt to the ship- 
per and may contain notations of irreg- 
ularities as to packing, shifting contents 
of containers or signs of tampering 
with packages, which may be of im- 
portance in the preparation of bills of 
lading. It is not a bill of lading, but 
usually states that the shipment is re- 
ceived subject to the conditions stated 
in the carrier’s bill of lading. 


Ocean Bill of Lading 
The principal shipping paper obtained 
by the shipper, however, is the ocean 
bill of lading. This fundamental docu- 


ment represents the goods being shipped. 
It is the final receipt from the water 
carrier and a shipping contract between 
the carrier and the shipper. It frequent- 
ly is needed to establish ownership or 
title to the goods—which is important 
in financing transactions—in adjusting 
claims, and in making delivery to the 
consignee. When drawn to the shipper’s 
order, it is a negotiable document which 
the shipper may use as the basis for a 
draft upon the consignee for the in- 
voice price of the goods. In the foreign 
trade particularly, the most widely used 
method of financial settlement is by 
documentary drafts or bills of exchange, 
to which a negotiable order bill of lading, 
a marine insurance certificate or policy, 
the shipper’s invoice and perhaps also 
consular invoices are attached. When 
drawn to the shipper’s order, the bill 
of lading needs to be endorsed by the 
shipper, otherwise the consignee cannot 
obtain the products from the water car- 
rier at destination. In cases where the 
“straight” bill of lading is used the 
goods are consigned directly to the con- 
signee and arrangements for payment 
are made through other means of financ- 
ing. 

In foreign trade the ocean bill of lad- 
ing is required by many foreign govern- 
ments for purposes of customs entry and 
is sometimes subject to varying foreign 
requirements as to certification or legali- 
zation by consular agents and retention 
of copies by them, and as to its contents, 
use of the metric system or other speci- 
fic matters. In foreign trade, moreover, 
copies of the bill of lading may be car- 
ried by the vessel to supplement the 
ship’s manifest in the identification of 
cargo during periods of war. 


“Order” and “straight” bills of lading 
may be classified further into “received 
for shipment” and “shipped” or “on 
board” bills of lading. The former indi- 
cates a named vessel and is issued a ‘ter 
the cargo is in the water carrier’s }0S- 
session, but before it has been loa ied 
aboard the vessel. The latter is issued 
only after the goods have actually ben 
loaded. The difference is at times m- 
portant in connection with letter of 
credit or other financial arrangem¢< ts 
which may specifically require “shipy°d” 
or “on board” bills of lading. Comr on 
carriers in domestic interstate or in 
foreign commerce who issue bills of ) :d- 
ing before receiving the goods from he 
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shipper are held liable for resulting 
financial losses, in the bills of lading 
act of August 29, 1916. In foreign trade, 
after goods are loaded, ocean carriers 
are required, on shipper’s request, either 
to issue a “shipped” bill of lading or to 
make proper notations upon any docu- 
ment of title which may have been is- 
sued previously. This requirement is con- 
tained in the carriage-of-goods-by-sea 
act of April 16, 1936. 


Liability Clauses 


The liability clauses with respect to 
loss or damage of cargo of bills of lading 
issued by water carriers in domestic and 
foreign commerce are subject to the 
limitations contained in the revised 
statutes of the United States and in the 
Harter act of February 13, 1893, except 
in so far aS ocean carriers operating in 
foreign trade are now subject to the 
carriage-of-goods-by-sea act of April 16, 
1936. The latter supersedes the Harter 
act in foreign trade shipping except as 
to “the duties, responsibilities and liabili- 
ties of the ship or carrier prior to the 
time when the goods are loaded on or 
after the time they are discharged from 
the ship.” 


The liability of carriers by water, 
whether in domestic or foreign trade, is 
far less drastic than that of railroads 
chiefly because of the inherent differ- 
ence between transportation by water 
and on dry land, and because of the 
long tradition in water transportation 
that the carrier is not liable for the loss 
or damage of the cargo except when the 
loss or damage is due to the carrier’s 
negligence. The hazards of ocean trans- 
portation for centuries were so great that 
the owner of the goods and the owner 
of the cargo were considered “joint ad- 
venturers”, and each assumes the risk 
of the perils of the seas, enemies and 
pirates, and each protected his respective 
interests through marine insurance. In 
foreign trade shipping the liability limi- 
tations have also been influenced by 
foreign practices. The difference is so 
pronounced in its practical effects that 
a huge marine insurance industry has 
been created not merely for the insur- 
ance of vessels but to provide the cargo 
protection needed by exporters and im- 
porters. The insurance policies or cer- 
tificates which may be obtained are es- 
sential to their protection and frequent- 
ly play an important part in the financial 
settlement of business transactions. 


In domestie water transportation some 
common carriers by water assume liabil- 
ity beyond legal requirements and they 
may assume full liability as common 
carriers and themselves provide insur- 
ance coverage. The legal liability of ves- 
Sel operators is limited by the Harter 
act of 1893, the basic law on this subject. 


The cargo liability clauses of ocean 
Carriers operating in the foreign trade 
of the United States are now subject 
to the carriage-of-goods-by-sea act of 
1936, which requires ocean carriers op- 
erat_ng to or from ports of the United 
Sta Ss in foreign trade, to exercise due 
dili:ence to “(a) make the ship sea- 
Wor ny, (b) properly man, equip and 
Sup. ly the ship, and (c) make the holds, 
refi gerating and cooling chambers, and 
all “ther parts of the ship in which goods 
are carried, fit and safe for their recep- 
lo: carriage, and preservation.” It re- 

s the carrier to “properly and care- 
load, handle, stow, carry, keep, care 
and discharge the goods carried.” 
So requires the carrier to issue a bill 
iding and it prescribes certain bill of 
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Steamship Company 


THE PACIFIC COAST DIRECT LINE 
Represented by Hinkins Steamship Agency, Inc., at 


Philadelphia, Chester, Baltimore, Norfolk, Rochester 
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DIRECT ONE LINE 
CARRIER SERVICE 
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COLORADO AND 
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SERVICE SCHEDULE 


Overnight between Denver and Grand 
Junction, southern Colorado, eastern Utoh 
and northern New Mexico. 

Overnight to second morning between 
Denver and Salt Lake City-Ogden, Utah and 
Idaho points. 

Second morning between Denver and 
Great Falls-Butte area. 

Third morning between Denver and 
Portland, San Francisco-Berkeley and Los 
Angeles areas. 
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'THIs FANCIFUL VIEW of our Capital City of Washington 


* In 
7 + . indicates what your personal representative might be up tal 
e ee against if you sent him to Washington to dig up the legislative F ey 

and regulatory transportation information that you need T 

a to operate your business profitably. its 


FicuRATIVELY SPEAKING, this is the kind of route that 
Traffic World Daily staff follows reporting the essential 
transportation news. The newspaper which is printed at the > $1 
close of every business day and sped to you by airmail sf q, 
drawn from every source, government and private, in Wash-} » 
ington and across the country; it is the work of specialists 
in transportation, qualified by experience and maturity t 
report completely yet concisely the important developmen’s of f 
the day. 


And, to be of value to you as a traffic executive, the ard r 
core of facts—action, decisions, proposals—that vitally a fect} 1 
the transportation industry must be dug out swiftly, evalu ated 
intelligently and presented understandably. Action by the 
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Fairchild Aerial Surveys, Inc. 


Interstate Commerce Commission on Monday, scheduled to A MATTER OF OPINION ... ? 
take effect Friday must be known to you early if you are to As far as we're concerned there are no matters of opin- 
- ' ion in the Traffic World Daily. We report news. We 
evaluate properly its effect on your business. Thus, when the print our opinions on the one page in the Traffic World 
on ° P ° weekly reserved for the editorial. We are not in the 
Traffic World Daily reaches your desk Tuesday morning, with 


newsletter business, either; the Traffic World Daily is 
ite f . . in both f , with 
its full coverage of Monday’s action, you are at once in a posi- © naman Se Sets Saneee SA Sey Se are 


significant development in transportation covered in an 

: * individual story; every action of the Interstate Commerce 
tion to evaluate the facts and act accordingly. Commission listed under the proper heading, along with 
the necessary facts and figures. We don’t predict, make 

observations or make suggestions—we make the un- 


Traffic World Daily is, as daily newspapers go, expensive— biased and complete presentation of the news that has 
$150 for a one year’s subscription. And yet, the kind and aS i racial tie 

lity of the news that you receive by air 

! each morning are such that one issue 
ne may be the key to a savings—or gains 
f thousands of dollars. Our circulation 
ector will be glad to write you personally 
| tell you some of the case-histories that 
y apply to your particular type of busi- 
ss; he’ll send along copies of current 
ues. No obligation, of course—just fill 
t the coupon at the right. 


Traffic Service Corporation 
815 Washington Building 
Washington 5, D. C. 


Gentlemen: 


Please send me a current issue of the Traffic World Daily, together 
with full details of your special introductory offer. 


Name 


Company 


Street and City 
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Nio-Pac 


SERVES PORTS OF: 


BATON ROUGE HOUSTON 

BEAUMONT LAKE CHARLES 

BROWNSVILLE NEW ORLEANS 

CORPUS CHRISTI ORANGE 

GALVESTON PORT ISABEL 
TEXAS CITY 


and the Brownsville 
and Laredo, Texas Rail Gateways to Mexico! 
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SHIPPING 


McLEA,i 


-@ EXTENSIVE SERVICE 

@ CAREFUL HANDLING 
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For Fast Peoria Gateway 
Terminal Handling 
Specify Via 

PEORIA, ILLINOIS 

AND P. & P. U. RY. 


A STRAIGHT LINE IS 
STILL THE SHORTEST 
DISTANCE BETWEEN 
TWO POINTS! 


Peoria & Pekin Union Railway Co. | 


L. R. BARNEWOLT, Freight Agent, Traffic 
Union Station, Peoria 2, Illinois 
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Top, view of consolidated terminal of Isthmian Steamship Co. at Erie Basin Breakwater Terminal, 


Brooklyn, N.Y. 
foreign, Hawaiian and intercoastal. 


Terminal receives cargo for all Isthmian outward sailings from New York City— 
Bottom, view of Municipal Pier 80 South, Philadelphia, Pa., 


described by the Delaware River Port Authority as one of the most modern general cargo piers in 


the United States. 


lading requirements on the part of the 
carrier and shipper. It specifies that in 
case of loss or damage not apparent at 
the time of delivery, notice must be given 
the carrier within three days and that 
loss or damage liability suits must be 
brought within one year. 


Carrier Rights, Immunities 


The act states the rights and immuni- 
ties of ocean carriers operating in for- 
eign trade. Loss or damage resulting 
from unseaworthiness is exempted if the 
carrier is able to prove that it exercised 
due diligence in making the vessel sea- 
worthy. 


The law provides that neither the car- 
rier nor the ship is liable for loss or 
damage resulting from: 


(a) Act, neglect or default of the mas- 
ter, mariner, pilot, or the servants of the 
carrier in the navigation or in the man- 
agement of the ship; (b) fire, unless 
caused by the actual fault or privity of 
the carriers; (c) perils, dangers, and ac- 
cidents of the sea or other navigable 
waters; (d) act of God; (e) act of war; 
(f) act of public enemies; (g) arrest or 
restraint of princes, rulers, or people, 
or seizure under legal process; (h) quar- 
antine restrictions; (i) act of omission of 
the shipper as owner of the goods, his 
agent or representative; (j) strikes or 
lockouts or stoppage or restraint of labor 
from whatever cause, whether partial 
or general, provided that nothing herein 


Built at a cost of $6,000,000, pier is leased to the United States Lines Co. 


contained shall be construed to relieve a 
carrier from responsibility for the car- 
rier’s own acts; (k) riots and civil com- 
motions; (1) saving or attempting to 
save life or property at sea; (m) wastage 
in bulk or weight or any other loss or 
damage arising from inherent defect, 
quality, or vice of the goods; (n) insuffici- 
ency of packing; (0) insufficiency or in- 
adequacy of marks; (p) latent defects 
not discoverable by due diligence; and 
(q) any other cause arising without 
the actual fault and privity of the car- 
rier and without the fault or neglect of 
the agents or servants of the carrier, but 
the burden of proof shall be on the per- 
son claiming the benefit of this excep- 
tion to show that neither the actual 
fault or privity of the carrier nor the 
fault or neglect of the agents or serv- 
ants of the carrier contributed to the 
loss or damage. 


Disproving Negligence 

The act places upon the carrier t 
burden of disproving negligence a 
loss or damage resulting from ca! 
such as rust. It also specifies 
when an ocean carrier is liable fo! 
or damage its liability shall in no 
exceed $500 per package or per cus 
ary freight unit “unless the nature 
value of such goods have been dec 
by the shipper before shipment anc 
serted in the bill of lading.” This n 
mum liability is substantially in e 
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of the released values formerly specified 
in ocean bills of lading. 

The act provides that the act is not 
to be construed as superseding the Har- 
ter act and other liability laws “which 
would be applicable in the absence of 
this act insofar as they relate to the 
duties, responsibilities and liabilities of 
the ship or carrier prior to the time 
when the goods are loaded on or after 
the time they are discharged from the 
ship.” 

‘Notify Clause’ 

The bill of lading contracts of ocean 
carriers operating in the foreign trade 
of the United States must now come 
within the minimum requirements of the 
act of 1936, but greater liability may be 
assumed and bills of lading also contain 
clauses covering other matters of im- 
portance to shippers. They often con- 
tain a “notify clause” which authorizes 
the carrier’s agent at destination to noti- 
fy the person who will eventually receive 
the cargo of its arrival, without, how- 
ever, releasing shipments bills on order 
bills of lading. They variously specify 
the receipt of goods at end of ship’s 
tackle or otherwise, and the payment of 
lighterage, wharf handling charges and 
other costs may be covered by special 
clauses. A minimum freight charge per 
shipment may be stipulated; transship- 
ment costs may be provided for; prepay- 
ment of freight may be required. 


The minimum freight clause usually 
contained in ocean bills of lading often 
makes it too costly to ship small par- 
cels via ocean freight lines. Some ocean 
carriers issue parcel receipts, which 
waive the minimum freight clause but 
usually impose restrictions of various 


kinds. Such receipts were originally in- 
tended solely for samples of export mer- 
chandise, but their use later became 
somewhat more general. 

The list of ocean-shipping papers is 
further increased at the port of destina- 
tion where cargoes are discharged. The 
customary practice in the United States 
can best be outlined by referring to the 
additional shipping papers that are re- 
quired in connection with inbound car- 
go. The inbound freight department 
sends a notice of arrival and freight 
bill to the consignee, instructing him to 
surrender the original bill of lading 
properly endorsed and to pay the freight 
charges shown in the bill. In case the 
consignee is unable to present the orig- 
inal bill of lading with proper endorse- 
ment because he has not received it from 
the shipper, he may be required to fur- 
nish a bond. This is followed by a final 
notice of arrival which informs him 
that his cargo is ready for delivery and 
that it will be stored at his risk and ex- 
pense unless it is removed from the pier 
within a prescribed time limit. When all 
formalities have been fulfilled the ocean 
carrier also provides the consignee with 
a delivery order which gives authority 
to the delivery clerk at the pier actually 
to release the cargo. Upon delivery the 
consignee or his agent is required to sign 
a delivery receipt. Carriers by water 
operating in domestic commerce in many 
instances reduce the number of de- 
livery documents. Some of them make 
delivery, much as railroads do, on the 
basis of a notice of arrival, a freight 
bill and a delivery receipt. 


It is necessary for an importing con- 
signee or his agent to satisfy the re- 
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quirements of the United States customs 
authorities. The most complicated set of 
shipping papers used in the foreign 
trade are those required in the entering 
of imports through the custom houses. 
The requirements frequently are so tech- 
nical that most importers in the United 
States depend upon licensed customhouse 
brokers to obtain possession of their 
wares. On the entry of imported wares 
the importer is required to present not 
only the bill of lading or a bond to 
produce bill of lading, but also a United 
States consular invoice. In case of in- 
ability to present such a consular in- 
voice the port collector may permit the 
importer to enter his merchandise on a 
commercial invoice or a pro forma invoice 
accompanied with a bond. A correct form 
of entry form, moreover, must be pre- 
sented, together with an importer’s decla- 
gration and oath, the form of which is 
different for purchased commodities 
than for commodities that are received 
on consignment. 


In export trade the shipper or his 
agent is required to clear his shipment 
at the customhouse. He is required to 
prepare and file a sworn shipper’s export 
declaration which details the goods be- 
ing shipped and states their export value. 

If the original export declaration has 
not been received, a pro forma export 
declaration and bond may be filed with 
the ship’s manifest. In exporting some 
commodities it is also necessary to ob- 
tain inspection certificates or certificates 
of purity, particularly when they are ex- 
ported to certain foreign countries. 


The governments of some foreign 
countries also require the preparation 
of a consular invoice in connection with 
exports destined to their ports. This 
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document is used to prevent understate- 
ment of value of the goods for assess- 
ment of import duties, and for trade 
statistics. Some consular invoices specify 
the origin of the exported products, but 
various countries require the prepara- 
tion of a certificate of origin. If the coun- 
tries have more than one tariff schedule 
a statement of the national origin of 
products either in a consular invoice or 
certificate of origin is required to ob- 
tain their minimum or most-favored- 
nation duties. 

Commercial invoices are of course pre- 
pared by shippers as a private docu- 
ment, but in foreign trade they are 
utilized not only in securing payment. 
Commercial invoices covering exports 
to some foreign markets serve also as 
non-dumping or value certificates desig- 
nated primarily to facilitate the enforce- 
ment of the “non-dumping clauses” con- 
tained in their tariff laws. Exporters are 
in such instances required to certify not 
only as to actual export prices, costs and 
charges but also as to the fair market 
value of the goods as sold for home con- 
sumption in the principal markets of 
the United States. 

In shipping goods in overseas trade 
via ocean freight forwarders the cus- 
tomary railroad and ocean-shipping 
papers are used to fix the contractual 
relations between forwarders and car- 
riers and public authorities. Additional 
shipping papers and forwarder’s docu- 
ments are necessary to set forth the ob- 
ligations of the forwarders, their for- 
eign representatives, and the shippers 
whose freight is forwarded. The titles of 
many of these documents explain their 
nature and purpose. They include, chief- 
ly: (1) freight forwarder’s contract, (2) 
freight forwarder’s shipping instructions, 
(3) forwarder’s lighterage instructions, 
(4) cartage or trucking instructions, (5) 
freight forwarder’s bill of lading, (6) 
express receipt, (7) forwarder’s expense 
bill, (8) forwarder’s waybills, and (9) 
delivery receipt. 


Ship’s Documents 


Many papers and documents not di- 
rectly related to tne shipper are required 
by ocean carriers in the handling and 
transportation of the cargo, the opera- 
tion of the vessels, and often relation- 
ship to the United States and foreign 
governments. The documents required 
in working the cargo include: (1) dock 
sheets recording receipt of the cargo 
and its condition, (2) tally sheets, re- 
cording loading of the cargo, (3) the 
stowage plan showing graphically the 
location of the cargo in the vessels’ 
holds, (4) the cargo book, listing the 
cargo according to marks and hold loca- 
tion, (5) the ship’s manifest, identifying 
the cargo and bills of lading covering 
each shipment, (6) the note of protest 
entered by the master upon arrival of 
the vessel, disavowing liability for loss 
or damage, (7) the extended notes of 
protest, disavowing actual damage after 
discovery, and (8) marine insurance 
policies. 

Documents pertaining to the relation 
of the vessel to its personnel, required 
by law, include: (1) the shipping articles 
which are contracts between master and 
crew respecting wages, working condi- 
tions, food and quarters; (2) the crew 
list identifying the vessel’s personnel; 
(3) certificate of returned destitute sea- 
men; and (4) the rating certificates of 
licensed personnel. 


Documents which are required by law 
with respect to the vessels themselves, 
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include: (1) certificate of registry; (2) 
measurement certificates, including canal 
measurement certificates; (3) builder’s 
certificate; (4) surveyor’s certificate; (5) 
owner’s or master’s oath; (6) bill of 
sale to show present and prior owner- 
ship of vessel; (7) enrollment or license 
documents if vessels are documented 
for domestic trade; (8) inspection certifi- 
cates for hull, boilers and equipment, 
issued by the inspection services of the 
Department of Commerce; and (9) re- 
port of equipment purchased or repairs 
made to vessel. 

Another group of documents are re- 
quired in respect to the entry and clear- 
ance of vessels at ports. These docu- 
ments include, chiefly: (1) reports of 
entrance or clearances through USS. 
Customs; (2) request for immediate 
clearance; (3) port sanitary statement; 
(4) bills of health; (5) safety and tele- 
graph certificates; (6) list or manifest 
of passengers; (7) seamen’s customs 
certificates; (8) clearance, bills of health 


S.S. Captain K. Papazoglou discharges cargo of 
quebracho extract at Newark terminal of The 
Port of New York Authority. 


and other documents issued to vessel at 
foreign port of departure; (9) prelimi- 
nary entry; vessel bond; (10) general 
permit to unload; (11) permit to re- 
tain cargo on wharf; (12) certificate of 
sea stores; (13) certificate of payment 
of tonnage taxes from collector of the 
por and (14) statistical reports per- 
taining to cargo or passengers. 
rhis tedious but incomplete listing of 
documents serves to indicate the extent 
to which shipping is subject to meticu- 
lo documentation and_ regulations 
mace necessary by the hazards of ocean 
isportation and by the international 
ire of the operations. 
times of international emergency 
’ additional documents of a tem- 
ry nature are required in order to 
tify the nature of goods, their ship- 
and consignees, and to control both 
rnational trade and shipping to pro- 
national interests. 


Marine Insurance 


nsurance against marine risks and 
ards is required to protect the own- 

of the cargo, the owners and oper- 

rs of vessels, and others who have a 
incial interest or responsibility in 
ver transportation undertakings. Poli- 

s of marine insurance are underwrit- 
by insurance companies through 
ents or brokers. For premiums based 
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FROM GULF PORTS TO GLOBE 
UNDER THE U.S. FLAG 
Many of America’s leading exporters 
and importers use LYKES world trade 
routes as their standard shipping fa- 
cility. Dependability, frequent and 
regular sailings and experience are 
why they route shipments “Via Gulf 

Ports and LYKES!” 





MODERN 
PASSENGER ACCOMMODATIONS, 
TOO! 


For passenger, freight or trade develop- 
ment information, please write: Lykes 
Bros. Steamship Co., Inc., Dept. D, New 
Orleans, La. 


Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., Inc. 
General Offices: NEW ORLEANS, HOUS- 
TON, GALVESTON, NEW YORK, Beau- 
mont, Brownsville, Chicago, Corpus 
Christi, Dallas, Kansas City, Lake 
Charles, Memphis, Mobile, Port — 
St. Louis, Tampa, Washington, 
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upon the nature of the risk, the insur- 
ance underwriters agree to indemnify 
those who have an insurable interest 
against financial loss due to marine 
perils, including sinking, stranding, col- 
lision, burning or other “particular aver- 
age losses”. “Particular average” losses 
are those which arise from accidental 
causes, and which result in damage to 
the vessel or particular goods. The loss 
of 100 bales of cotton of a shipper due 
to a leak in the plates of a vessel falls 
upon the owner of the cargo as a par- 
ticular average loss. “General average” 
losses are those which result from some 
voluntary action of the master of the 
vessel for the purpose of saving or bene- 
fiting the participants in the entire 
joint adventure,—the owners of the car- 
go, the owner of the vessel, and the oper- 
ator of the vessel. In the event of marine 
losses of these types each of the joint 
adventurers contribute to the loss suf- 
fered in proportion to their financial 
state in proportion to the total financial 
risk of all. Each is required to pay his 
proportional share in the general aver- 
age loss or sacrifice. If 100 bales of cot- 
ton are jettisoned overboard to prevent 
the spread of fire in the hold of the 
vessel, the amount of the loss is shared 
by all of the cargo owners, the vessel 
owner, and operator as a general aver- 
age loss. Insurance policies indemnifying 
the vessel-owner or operator and the 
owners of the cargo against general or 
particular average losses are underwrit- 
ten by marine insurance companies or 
associations of companies or underwrit- 
ers, including Lloyd’s of London. Large 
risks are often underwritten by syndi- 
cates or groups of marine insurance 
underwriters. 


In time of war or danger of inter- 
national conflict, war-risk insurance in- 
demnifying vessel owners or operators 
and owners of cargo against losses in- 
cident to a state of war, such as cap- 
ture or sinking of the vessel by the 
enemy, sinking or damage as a conse- 
quence of gun-fire, torpedoes, mines or 
aircraft, is written by insurance com- 
panies, underwriters or syndicates or by 
national governments. 


The premiums or rates for marine in- 
surance are based upon the value of the 
vessel or cargo, the risks or perils cov- 
ered, the area of the world in which the 
vessel is to operate, the age and condi- 
tion of the vessel, and the moral hazard 
represented by the experience and busi- 
ness reputation of the vessel owner or 
operator and cargo owner. 





Passenger Traffic Forum 


The establishment of a forum for the 
discussion of problems arising in the 
handling of passenger traffic and hous- 
ing accommodations has been announced 
by the Passenger Traffic Association of 
New York. It is expected that such dis- 
cussions will result in improved service 
~ the public, according to the associa- 
ion. 


The association said that it recently 
held a joint meeting with the General 
Eastern Passenger Agents, and that it 
planned to hold similar meetings with 
the management of air and steamship 
lines and hotels. 


George Wager, of the American Inter- 
national Underwriters Corporation, presi- 
dent of the Passenger Traffic Associa- 
tion, presided at the meeting, and M. R. 
Kielgas, of the Chicago & North Western 





Railway System, acted as co-chairman. 
Mr. Wager said that it was believed that 
in open forum discussions between these 
groups, much could be accomplished to- 
ward solving the common problems of 
the passenger and carrier. 


Iron and Steel Draw Closer 
To Coal-Coke on Ohio River 


Ton-mileage of waterborne iron and 
steel on the Ohio River may overtake 
that of the vast coal and coke trade 
on that river in another year, says the 
American Waterway Operators, Inc., the 
national association of towboat and barge 
operators. 


The association has reported that while 
the tonnage of barged coal and coke is 
still nearly 10 times that of steel and 


PERSONAL 


A. M. Donze, vice-president of produc- 
tion of the Timken Roller Bearing Co., of 
Canton, O., has announced the appoint- 
ment of J. Frank Corbin as traffic man- 
ager. Mr. Corbin, who joined the Tim- 
ken company in 1927, has been assistant 





Roy French J. F. Corbin 


traffic manager. He is to be succeeded in 
that post by Roy French. Identified with 
Timken since 1940, Mr. French was made 
chief rate clerk in 1948. Oscar T. Wagner, 
formerly chief clerk in the traffic depart- 
ment, has been promoted to a special as- 
signment in the personnel department. 
Other promotions in the traffic depart- 
ment include H. J. McKee, chief clerk; 
E. A. Wilkinson, chief rate clerk; and C. 
W. Waltz, traffic rate clerk. 
oa a ca 


L. C. Rizzer, formerly employed by the 
Motor Transport Revision Bureau, is now 
associated with the New Century Freight 
Traffic Association of Chicago. * 

oa * 3 

Keith H. Clark has been appointed 
commercial agent for the Lehigh & New 
England Railroad Co., at Cleveland, O. 

* * cs 


Kenneth B. Maguire, vice-president and 
general sales manager for Riss & Co., 
of Kansas City, Mo., has announced the 
appointment of J. William Grady as ter- 


Communications for this department 


should be mailed to Editorial Department, 


Traffic World, $15 Washington Building, 
Washington 5, D. C. 
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iron and their products, the av rage 
river haul for the latter is much | nger 
than that for coal and coke, accord ngly, 
it said, the 2.75 billion ton-miles 0! cog) 
and coke transported in barges o:. the 
Ohio River in 1953 was only 159 million 
ton-miles greater than the iron and stee| 
traffic. 

The A.W.O. said that the Ohio River 
tonnages as tabulated by the Army 
Corps of Engineers for various commodi- 
ties were as follows: 

Coal and coke, 31.7 million; oi! and 
gasoline, 13.4 million; stone, sand and 
gravel, 9.4 million; iron and steel, 32 
million; machinery and vehicles, 369.- 
191; chemicals, 1.5 million; sulfur, 298- 
055. 

The total tonnage for all metals and 
manufactures, exclusive of machinery and 
vehicles, was 3.4 million. Barges also 
moved 561,040 tons of vegetable food 
products and beverages. 

























minal manager at Syracuse, N.Y., with 
supervision of sales in upper New York. 
Mr. Grady formerly was manager of the 
traffic bureau of the Syracuse Chamber 
of Commerce. He has also been associated 
with the New York State Barge Canal 
System, Keeshin Motor Express (Co, 
Onondaga Freight Corporation, and Ni- 
agara Motor Express Co., Inc. 


a * 











A. H. Gass, chairman of the car service 
division of the Association of American 
Railroads, has announced the appoint- 
ment of W. L. Harvey, district manager 
of District 2 at Detroit, as district man- 
ager of District 1 at Chicago, effective 
November 16, succeeding J. J. Hayden, 
deceased. J. H. Blose has succeeded Mr. 
Harvey at Detroit. 

ok 
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Shippers Express Co., of San Jose, 
Calif.. has announced the appojntment 
of Travis White to the sales staff at 
Oakland, Calif. He was formerly em- 
ployed by Transcon Lines and Navajo 
Freight Lines. 









* * * 


William C. Daisey has been appointed 
sales representative for the Chicago area 
by Watson Bros. Transportation Co., Inc. 

a * . 


Walter Donaldson has been appointed 
general agent at Chattanooga, Tenn., by 
the Tennessee, Alabama & Georgia Rail- 
way Co., effective November 15. 

cs * ok 


K.L.M., Royal Dutch Airlines, has an- 
nounced the appointment of Edward J. 
Murphy as a passenger sales manager In 
the New York region. Mr. Murphy has 
been with K.L.M. for the last four years. 


* * * 


George J. Kalowich, Jr., presiden' of 
the Denver Chicago Trucking Co of 
Denver, Colo., has announced the ap- 
pointment of M. C. Wilkin as ger:ral 
sales manager. He has been sales n.an- 
ager for Transcon, of Los Angeles, C: lif, 
and previously served with Slick Airw .JS, 
Inc., of Burbank, Calif., as vice-pi °Sl- 
dent in charge of sales. 

a * * 


The Fort Worth & Denver Railway 00. 
has announced the appointment of oy 
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This stamp costs one dollar — 


saves thousands in shipping costs 


So many have found they save by shipping via New Orleans that they have made this port 
second in dollar volume in the U. S. See how you can save: 


Direct Savings in Money— 
e Lower rail, truck, and barge rates to or from 
entire Mid-Continent U. S. 


e The Port’s Foreign Trade Zone No. 2 pro- 
vides all the savings of a ‘‘free port.” 


Money Savings in Time— 


e Shorter inland transit time, with network of 
rail, air, truck and barge lines. Faster handling 
between inland carrier and ship. 


e Ample marginal wharfage and belt railroad 
mean no delaying “traffic jams.” 


e Nodelays due to weather—a year-round port. 


Money Savings in Convenience— 


e Complete handling equipment for all types 
of cargo. 

e Banking facilitiesin New Orleans and through- 
out Mid-Continent—‘‘Bank where you buy.” 

e International House and International Trade 
Mart give unique aid to importers and exporters, 
domestic and foreign. 


e World-wide service by almost one hundred 
steamship lines. 


Which savings are most important to you? 
Write for detailed information to: 

LEWIS I. BOURGEOIS, Director of Commerce 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF 

THE PORT OF NEW ORLEANS 


2 Canal St., New Orleans, Louisiana, U. S. A. 


New York Office, 17 Battery Place 

Washington Office, 739-40 Munsey Bldg. 

Chicago Office, 111 W. Washington St. 

St. Louis Office Railway Exch. Bldg., Suite D & E-21 
For free March of Time film, *‘New Orleans, Gate- 
way to the World,” contact any of the offices above. 


Ship via 


ee | 
PORT OF 


NEW ORLEANS 


port of all-important savings 



































































































































































































“Sorry, Chief, 
unless we get 
faster cameras 


well never get an action shot 
of the Blue Streak!" 


When SPEED is what you need— 


call your COTTON BELT 
FREIGHT SPECIALIST 
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TRAFFIC V Ori 


L. Lassiter as district passenger < gent 
at Dallas, Tex., vice Robert L. Sivers 
promoted; and of Kenneth B. Pecien. 
paugh, as district passenger agen: at 
Amarillo, Tex. 

Ba * * 

Tom Pendleton, traveling passenger 
and freight agent for the Canadian Pa. 
cific Railway at Birmingham, England, 
has been appointed traveling passenger 
agent at Liverpool, England, succeeding 
A. C. Gibson, who is retiring after 47 
years of service. Mr. Pendleton has been 
succeeded by Cyril A. E. Curle. 

* od + 


John W. Devins, president of the 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway Co, 
has announced the election of Larry §, 
Provo, a 27-year- 
old Minneapolis 
certified public ac- 
countant, as _ vice- 
president and 
comptroller of the 
railroad. On De- 
cember 3, Mr. Pro- 
vo will succeed 
George A. Ander- 
son, who will re- 
tire after 48 years 
of service. Mr. An- 
derson will be hon- 

L. S. Provo ored by the board of 
directors and senior 
officers of the company at a luncheon at 
the Minneapolis Club on November 239, 
Mr. Provo was graduated from the Uni- 
versity of Minnesota in 1948, with the 
degree of bachelor of business adminis- 
tration. Since graduation, he has been 
associated with Arthur Andersen & Co,, 
a Minneapolis public accounting firm, 
and is at present a manager. 
* * 7” 

George C. Wilson has been appointed 
freight representative for the Ohio River 
Co. traffic division at Pittsburgh, Pa., 
effective November 15, according to an 
announcement by Morris Creditor, presi- 
dent. 

oS > ~ 

Penick & Ford, Ltd., Inc., of Cedar 
Rapids, Ia., has announced the appoint- 
ment of John J. Murray as general traf- 
fic manager, effective November 1, suc- 
ceeding Arthur J. Coburn, deceased. Oga 
E. Andersen has been appointed assist- 
ant traffic manager. 

os a * 

The Monon Railway has announced 
the appointment of Arthur Von Tobel 
as commercial agent at New York City, 
effective December 1, succeeding Elton N. 
Meaders, promoted. 

* a oa 

Eldon Miller, Inc., of Iowa City, I[a., 
has announced the appointment of John 
E. Morse as branch manager at El Do- 
rado, Kan.. and of Robert E. Neu, for- 
merly manager of the La Crosse branch, 
as business manager of the compan) 

x * * 


The Chesapeake & Ohio Railway has 
announced the appointment of R. G. Me- 
Gehee as assistant to the vice-presl- 
dent for operations, at Richmond, V2., 
effective December 1. 

cm * * 


The Norfolk Southern Railway Co. 14s 
announced the appointment of F. J. 7 al- 
ly as assistant to the executive vice-p’°S- 
ident, at Norfolk, Va., effective Nov: n- 
ber 15. 

oa * * 

Henry L. Koenig, vice-president nd 
general manager of the Dealer’s Tra 1s- 
port Co., Chicago, has been elected ch: 'r- 
man of the Business Management C n- 
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Nove:ber 27, 1954 

fereli' of the National Automobile 
Transporters Association. Peter V. Pap- 
pas, seneral counsel of the Kenosha 
Auto Transport Co., Kenosha, Wis., was 
elected vice-chairman; and Truman C. 
Yoder, manager, Dallas & Mavis For- 
warding Co., South Bend, Ind., was 


named secretary. 
a a * 

M. L. Adley, president of the Adley 
Express Co., of New Haven, Conn., has 
announced the promotion of H. E. Arthur 
as Virginia regional sales manager. Mr. 
Arthur formerly was traffic representa- 
tive at Norfolk and Newport News, Va. 

co * * 

R. E. Pyke has been appointed Pacific 
coast manager of the Johnson Line, ac- 
cording to an announcement by L. H. 
Odell, president of Grace & Co. (Pacific 
Coast), general agents for the Johnson 
Line. A veteran of more than 33 years 
of service with the Grace organization, 
Mr. Pyke became general freight agent 
in 1937. He later served as assistant to 
F. L. Doelker, who will retire on Decem- 
ber 31, after 40 years of service. W. A. 
St. Amant has been appointed assistant 


NEWS OF 
TRAFFIC CLUBS 


Pacific coast manager of the Johnson 
Line. Mr. St. Amant has served 27 years 
with the Grace organization. He has 
worked in New York and San Francisco, 
and served as manager at Los Angeles. 
In 1949 he became assistant vice-presi- 
dent and freight traffic manager of Grace 
Line, New York. R. N. Sweeney has been 
appointed general freight agent. Since 
1946 he has been in charge of northbound 
traffic for the Grace Line in New York. 


* * * 


Correction 


In an announcement in TRAFFIC WORLD 
of November 20, on page 20, of a dinner 
honoring Earl J. Hyett on his retirement 
as freight traffic manager of the Mil- 
waukee Road, Alec Mayfield, who it was 
stated would serve as chairman of the 
committee on arrangements, was incor- 
rectly identified as general traffic man- 
ager of Swift & Co., Chicago. It has been 
brought to attention of TRAFFIC WoRLD 
that the general traffic manager of Swift 
& Co. is G. F. Tawley, and that Mr. May- 
field has not been with that company for 
the last two years. 





The Christmas party and dinner of 
the Pacific Traffic Association will be 
held at the Sheraton-Palace hotel, San 
Francisco, on December 11. 

- a +” 


The annual Christmas party of the 
Bridgeport (Conn.) Traffic Association 
will be held at the Stratfield hotel on 
December 20. George Dorin, committee 
chairman, is being assisted by Charles 
Haggerty and Charles Donnelly, presi- 
dent of the association. 

a * * 


The annual dinner of the Ky-O-Va 


Traffic Club will be held at the Prit- 
chard hotel, Huntington, W.Va., on 
February 24. 

+ aK a 


The Transportation Club of the Roch- 
ester (N.Y.) Chamber of Commerce will 
have its Christmas party at the Lieder- 
kranz Club on December 20. Bill Kelly 
is chairman of the committee in charge. 

oa * * 


E. Albert Ovens, dean of the Acad- 
emy of Advanced Traffic, will be the 
Speaker at a meeting of the Metropoli- 
tan Traffic Association of New York, Inc., 
at the Hotel Commodore on December 2. 
The annual Christmas luncheon will be 


_ at the Hotel Roosevelt on Decem- 
er 


ae > * 


D. 4. Routh, terminal manager of the 


Supe: Service Motor Freight Co., was 
eleciod president of the Knoxville (Temn.) 
Trafic and Transportation Club at a 
mee''ng at Highland’s Grill on Novem- 
ber '5. He succeeds Cecil Gwin, general 
age) Norfolk & Western Railway. 
officers are: First vice-presi- 


C. T. Iams, traffic manager, the 
Rohn & Haas Co.; second vice-presi- 


deni, A. C. Samsel, Jr., general agent, 
Acne Fast Freight; third vice-president, 
e) Collett, traveling freight agent, 


Mo: on Railroad; and _ secretary-treas- 
ure Harold Hotchkiss, chief clerk, 


Norfolk & Western Railway. Directors 
elected are: C. M. Roberts, traffic man- 
ager, Volunteer Portland Cement Co.; 
George C. Wendling, superintendent, 
Louisville & Nashville Railroad; H. F. 
Haston, sales representative, Super Serv- 
ice Motor Freight Co.; D. W. Greene, 
agent, Georgia Highway Express; and 
J. L. Hulsey, district manager, Southern 
Hardwood Traffic Association. 
cd x * 

A “ladies night” dinner-dance will be 
held by the Traffic Club of Eastern Con- 
necticut at the Mohican hotel, Norwich, 
on December 4. 

_ + * 

The Traffic Club of Minneapolis, Minn., 
has announced its Christmas objectives 
for the club’s' University Hospitals 
Foundation. The club plans to furnish, 
set up and decorate more than 75 Christ- 
mas trees at the hospital; to give each 
child a Christmas present; to give a 
basket of fruit to each adult patient; 
and to present an entertainment pro- 
gram for the patients. Reuben N. Han- 
son, Sr., is general chairman of the 
foundation. 

* cK a 

Harold H. Balk, of the Lackawanna 
Railroad, was elected president at the 
annual meeting of the Lima (O.) Traffic 
Club on November 17. Others elected 
were: Vice-president, Harry D. Shriner, 
Duff Truck Lines; secretary, Donald E. 
Ammon, Westinghouse Electric Corpora- 
tion; treasurer, A. W. Morton, Baltimore 
& Ohio Railroad. Frank J. Francis of 
the Erie Railroad, and R. E. Tschantz of 
the Westinghouse Electric Corporation, 
were elected to the board of governors. 

- «x * 


The annual dinner of the Transporta- 
tion Club Division of the Hartford 
(Conn.) Chamber of Commerce, will be 
held at the Bond hotel on February 10. 
Philip S. Jones, president, has appointed 
the following committee: Chairman, 
John H. Welch, Jr., commercial agent, 





It’s “easy as pie” to get expert 
help and advice on those hot 
transportation problems. Just 
call a Southern Railway freight 
traffic representative. 


OUTHERN 


RAILWAY SYSTEM 
erves the South 


SHIP IML... 


for direct, through shipping . . . straight 
across the heart of America . . . coast to 
coast. It combines the complete and 
streamlined equipment of two great trans- 
port systems—Interstate Motor Lines and 
Mid-States Freight Line. 


INTERSTATE MOTOR LINES, Ine. 


General Offices: 235 West 3rd South 
Salt Lake City 


Other main terminals: 
Chicago, Denver, Sacramento, 
San Francisco, Oakland-Berkeley 
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Planned Progress 
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SECRET 


of the fine, fast service 
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Your Railroad for dependable freight service 
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Gaistnisimetteon? 


Heated air and iced air, holding 
shipments at right temperatures 
across hundreds of miles of plains 
and desert, keep perishables 
right for market. Union Pacific 
P. F. E. service does the job. 





SPECTOR 


Your customers are demand- 
ing more service. Spector 
helps you give it to them. 
Spector’s fast, safe, econom- 
ical service is real customer 
insurance. 


Bridgeport 
Chicago 
Decatur 
indianapolis 
Milwaukee 
Newark 
New Britain 
New York 


SERVICE 


A U. S. Custom Bonded Common Carrier 


SPECTO. 


Philadelphia 
Providence 
Racine-Kenosha 
St. Lovis 
Springfield 
(Mass.) 
Trenton 
Wi 


home office: 
3100 S. Wolcott,Chicago, 8 


THE DIRECT CENTRAL 
TRANSCONTINENTAL 


Rio-Grande 


me 


F.C. HOGUE 
Vice-President, Traffic 


Rle Grande Building » Denver, Celerade 








Lehigh & New England Railroad; John 
J. Murphy, traffic freight agent, New 
Haven Railroad; French Rowe, repre- 
sentative, Allstate Freight Lines; and 
Edward L. Manion, commercial agent, 
Railway Express Agency, Inc. 

* a ca 


The Transportation Club of Terre 
Haute, Ind., will hold its twenty-first 
annual “ladies night” Christmas dinner- 
dance at the Terre Haute house on De- 
cember 11. 

* * * 

The annual “ladies night” dinner-dance 
of the Harrisburg Traffic Club will be 
held at the West Shore Country Club, 
Camp Hill, Pa., on December 3. J. N. 
Piersol, Pennsylvania Railroad represent- 
ative, is general chairman of the com- 
mittee on arrangements. 

co * * 

Kenneth L. Vore, general traffic man- 
ager of the Westinghouse Electric Cor- 
poration, of Pittsburgh, Pa., spoke on 
improving the transportation profession 
at a meeting of the Raritan Trattic Club 
at New Brunswick, N.J., on November 9. 


NEWS OF OTHER 
TRAFFIC GROUPS 


C. F. Dowd, of the Tide Water Asso- 
ciated Oil Co., New York City, was 
elected president of the Transportation 
Club of the Petroleum Industry at its 
eighth annual banquet held recently in 
Chicago. Others elected were: First vice- 
president, Paul J. Bond, the Pure Oil Co., 
Chicago; second vice-president, W. O. 
Narry, Richfield Oil Corporation, Los 
Angeles, Calif.; secretary-treasurer, Ray- 
mond R. Hopper, the Cities Service Oil 
Co., New York City; Paul H. Kuhns, of 
the Continental Oil Co., Ponca City, 
Okla., was elected chairman of the board, 
and Lee R. Cowles, Standard Oil Co., of 
Indiana, Chicago, vice-chairman. Board 
members are: J. M. Morris, Mississippi 
Valley Barge Line, Pittsburgh, Pa.; H. L. 
McReynolds, Socony-Vacuum Oil Co., 
Inc., Kansas City, Mo.; Paul H. Draver, 
Milwaukee Road, Chicago; Don B. 
Hearin, Jr., Hearin Tank Lines, Baton 
Rouge, La.; Thomas G. Rabbitt, Sun Oil 
Co., Philadelphia, Pa., and W. H. Adams, 
Shell Chemical Corporation, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif. 

* * oa 

C.S. Sanderson, general superintendent 
of transportation of the Atlantic Coast 
Line Railroad, spoke on transportation 
problems of the railroads at the meeting 
of the Cape Fear Valley Chapter of the 
Delta Nu Alpha Transportation Frater- 
nity at Wilmington (N.C.) College on No- 
vember 8. 

* * * 

Ernest M. Smith, senior rate clerk of 
the Denver & Rio Grande Western Rail- 
road, has been elected chairman of the 
Denver Chapter of the Association of 
Interstate Commerce Practitioners. Oth- 
ers elected for the 1954-55 term were: 
Vice-chairman, Dorsey O. Ruthrauff, as- 
sistant to the traffic manager, American 
Crystal Sugar Co.; and Secretary-treas- 
urer, Robert W. Wright, Jr., assistant 
traffic manager, Illinois-California Ex- 
press. Elected to the executive committee 
were Floyd F. Byers, assistant traffic 
manager, Public Service Co., of Colorado; 
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Dallas L. Cook, director of transportation 
for the Chamber of Commerce; H. W. 
Hotaling, assistant general freight agent 
of the Colorado & Southern Railroad; 
and Irene V. Stern, of Irene V. Stern & 
Associates. 

* oa * 

The annual meeting of the New Jer- 
sey Industrial Traffic League will be held 
at Newark on December 9. 

os Ke * 

With 350 expected to attend, the an- 
nual district conference of the National 
Association of Railway Business Wom- 
en will be held at the Hotel Chase, St. 
Louis, Mo., November 27 and 28. Miss 
Catherine Ryan, district director, will 
conduct an open forum as part of a 
“workshop.” A reception and dinner on 
November 27, and a breakfast at the 
Park Plaza hotel on November 28, at 
which the speaker will be Mrs. Charles 
Ross of Chicago, national president, will 
be features. Arrangements are in charge 
of Mrs. Carl Spoettel, president, Rail- 
way Business Women’s Association of 
Metropolitan St. Louis, Miss Ryan, Miss 
Lydia Peterson, social chairman, and 
Miss Margaret Cowan, program chair- 
man. 

7 7 * 

William F. Blumbhardt, deputy collec- 
tor of customs at Philadelphia, will de- 
scribe the operation of the customs 
service at a meeting of the Philadelphia 
Chapter of the Delta Nu Alpha Trans- 
portation Fraternity on December 6. 

* * 


Lieutenant General George P. Hays, 
of the Waterfront Commission, will speak 
at a meeting of the National Export 
Traffic League at the Lawyers Club, New 
York City, on December 1. 

a * oa 

Virgil Junker will discuss river, truck 
and rail terminal warehousing at a meet- 
ing of the Evansville (Ind.) Chapter of 
the Delta Nu Alpha _ Transportation 
Fraternity at the Mead Johnson termi- 
nal warehouse on December 2. 

a * * 

G. W. Taylor, manager of sales for 
Boeing Airplane Co., of Seattle, Wash- 
ington, will be the speaker at an “avia- 
tion night” meeting of the Oakland 
World Trade Club, at the Virginian, 
Oakland, Calif., on December 2. 

oe * * 


A forum on packaging, claim causes 
and claim procedures was the feature of 
a recent meeting of the Columbus (O.) 
chapter of Delta Nu Alpha Transporta- 
tion Fraternity. The forum panel con- 
sisted of William Nadolski, B. & L. Mo- 
tor Freight, Inc.; Albert E. Morrow, 
Transamerican Freight Lines, Bruce M. 
Shoe, B. & L. Motor Freight Co.; B. L. 
Ewald, Rockwell Manufacturing Co.; 
Everett E. Ables, Owens Corning Fiber- 
glass; Paul L. Rayser, Owens Corning 
Fiberglass; Ray D. Taulbee, Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad; and William E. Rance, 
Eastern Motor Dispatch, Inc. Other 
panels are being organized to study the 
principles of ratemaking and the func- 
tions of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 

aK oe * 

Ray C. Taylor, general claim agent of 
Morrison Motor Freight Inc., Akron, O., 
was elected chairman of the Ohio Freight 
Claim Council at Ilonka’s Provincial 
House, Columbus, O., on November 9. 
Others elected were: Vice-chairman, G. 
L. Ryle, Middle States Motor Freight, 
Inc., Cincinnati, O.; and _ secretary- 
treasurer, W. P. Downey, Eastern Motor 
Dispatch, Inc., Columbus. 














95 
THUUOALSRLUGQOOOAASOASOOOUANUOUAAUUGEUUUOUANERUEOOULEUUUEAEUUAEUAU UAE 


CLASSIFIED 
ADVERTISING 


When answering ads please address as fol- 
lows: Box Traffic World, 815 Wash- 
ington Building, Washington 5, D. C. Rates: 
reader ads, $1.00 a line (approximately 5 
words), minimum three lines. 
$15.00 a column inch. 


Classified Advertisements 


Payable in Advance 
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Help Wanted 


ASST. TRAFFIC MGR. By C.iss I Motor 
Carrier Central Pennsylvania. Experienced 
MA-EC-SO rates, routes, regulations. Write 
Box 667. 


Display ads, 





Situations Wanted 





ASST. TRAFFIC MGR., 43, 18 yrs. varied 
experience industrial traffic, rate expert, de- 
sires connection with company of high 
standard. Write Box 668. 


Books 


BOOK catalog free. Over 100 select traffic 
titles. Transportation Book Exchange, Dept. 
4, 325 E. Piper Ave., Flint 5, Mich. 








Educational Books and Courses 


I.C. PRACTITIONERS. The only practical 
authentic I.C. law course available by mail. 
Restricted to Attorneys, Practitioners or 
those qualified to prepare for practice. In- 
cludes Freight Forwarder Act. COLLEGE OF 
ADVANCED TRAFFIC, 404 State-Madison 
Bldg., 22 West Madison St., Chicago 2, Il. 


OPERATING RIGHTS OF MOTOR CAR- 
RIERS—$4.00. This book by Charles A. Taff, 
Ph.D. provides an analysis and delineation 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
regarding operating rights of motor car- 
riers of property as they apply to intercity 
common and contract motor carriers, to 
private and exempt carriers, and to brokers. 
No pertinent factor affecting Commission 
decisions in this area is eliminated, yet the 
more than 425 cases, with complete citations, 
are presented in a concise manner. Such 
all important subjects as temporary au- 
thority, dual operations, competition, aban- 
donment, revocation and dormant operating 
rights are fully discussed. This beautifully 
cloth bound book contains 264 pages. Order 
your copy on 15 days’ approval. If not com- 
pletely satisfied your $4.00 refunded. Wm. 
Cc. Brown Company, Publishers, 915 Main 
Street, Dubuque, Iowa. 








CAPABLE TRAFFIC 
PERSONNEL 


Mr. Employer: Why not take advantage of 
the nationwide free placement service main- 
tained for our graduates? 

Listed in our files are qualified men and 
women for any type of position, includi 
General Traffic Managers with many years o 
experience and training, as well as young, am- 
bitious, recent graduates who can be Te. 
as understudies for positions of responsibility. 

Also included are specialists in many different 
phases of Traffic-Practitioners—Tariff Compilers 
—Solicitors—and Claim Agents—as well as men 
with varying degrees of experience in Rates— 
Routes—Transit—Demurrage—Storage — Claims 
—Classifications. In fact, any and all duties in 
a Traffic Department. 

Just drop a line outlining your needs to the 
nearest office: 


COLLEGE OF 
ADVANCED TRAFFIC 
State-Madison 
Building 

22 West Madison St. 
Chicago 2, Ill. 


ACADEMY OF 
ADVANCED TRAFFIC 
63 Vesey St. 

New York, N.Y. 
1422 Chestnut St. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 















STOPS IN 
TRANSIT 


ALF a ton of phonograph records 

“took to the air’ the night of 
November 18 “in response to the tre- 
mendous demand for a new song heard 
for the first time on the Studio One 
television show, November 15,” accord- 
ing to a New York City public relations 
firm. The song, “Let Me Go Lover,” 
was sung by Joan Weber in the play 
of the same name, and, said the pv. 
firm, “phone calls and wires came so 
thick and fast and the demand for 
records was so great” that a Pittsburgh 
distributor of phonograph records re- 
quested Emery Air Freight Corporation 
to fly half a ton of the records from 
Bridgeport to Pittsburgh the night of 
November 18. 


* ag * 


NTERNATIONAL railway speed hon- 

ors, in case you haven’t heard, went 
to France this year. On February 21, a 
French National Railways electric loco- 
motive, hauling a three-car train, shat- 
tered all existing speed records by at- 
taining a maximum of 151 miles per 
hour.—“Tracks,” published by Chesa- 
peake & Ohio Railway. 


* * * 


LMOST 47,500 taxicabs cruise the 
streets of the 50 largest cities in 
the United States. New York City leads 
with 11,796, followed by Washington, 
D.C., with 9,534. Chicago is third with 
3,749,, and Philadelphia fourth with 
2,150.—‘Automobile Facts,’ published by 
Automobile Manufacturers Association. 


* * * 


ONDERING why your spark plugs 

foul out so fast nowadays? Ac- 
cording to Dan Tolan, of the Electric 
Auto Lite Co., it’s because modern gas- 
olines contain so much lead. Mr. Tolan 
told the fleet supervisors of Atlanta at 
their October meeting that today’s 
highly-leaded gasolines—although ad- 
vantageous in other respects — deposit 
lead on plugs and short them out. He 
listed two other chief contributors to 
plug replacement: Insufficient voltage 
and carbon and oil fouling. He said in- 
sufficient voltage produces electrical and 
thermal erosion. For maximum plug 
life, he urged cleaning and regapping 
on a regular schedule. With proper 
maintenance, he said, plugs can last for 
30,000 miles —‘“Truz,” published by Geor- 
gia Motor Trucking Association. 


* * * 


ag poeta today has about 
58 motor vehicles per road mile—as 
compared with the national average of 
less than 17 vehicles per mile .. . Only 
two states—Rhode Island with 69 and 
New Jersey with 64—have more motor 
vehicles per mile of highways—From 
October issue of “Highway Highlights,” 
published by National Highway Users 
Conference. 











DECEMBER 

1-2—Trans - Missouri-Kansas Shippers Board, 

Springfield, Mo. 
2—Great Lakes Regional Advisory Board, 

Buffalo, N.Y. 

5-9—Propeller Club of the United States (an- 
nual convention), Miami, Fla. 

8-9—Southeast Shippers Advisory Board, Miami 
Beach, Fla. 

8-9—Ohio Valley Transportation 
Board, Cincinnati, O. 

16—Allegheny Regional Advisory Board, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. 


JANUARY 


12-13—Midwest Shippers Advisory Board, Chi- 

cago, Ill. 
19—Middlewest Shipper-Motor Carrier Confer- 

ence (ninth regular meeting), St. Joseph, 
Mo. 

19-20—Atlantic States Shippers Advisory Board, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

20-21—Private Truck Council of America (annual 
convention), New York, N.Y. 

25-26—Northwest Shippers Advisory Board, St. 
Paul, Minn. 


Advisory 


Annual Dinner Dates of Traffic Clubs 


DECEMBER 
1—Traffic Club of Wilmington, Wilmington, 
Del. 
2—Traffic Club of Minneapolis, Minneapolis, 
Mina. 
2—Transportation Club of Peoria, Peoria, III. 
2—Flint Traffic Club, Flint, Mich. 
7—Traffic Club of Tulsa, Tulsa, Okla. 
7—Pacific Traffic Association of San Fran- 
cisco, San Francisco, Calif. 
7—Transportation Club of Louisville, Louis- 
ville, Ky. 
7—Appalachian Traffic Club, Kingsport, Tenn. 
7—Traffic Club of Detroit, Detroit, Mich. 
7—Canton Traffic Club, Canton, O. 


8—Mid-Hudson Traffic Club, Poughkeepsie, 
N.Y. 


9—Oklahoma City Transportation Club, Ok- 
lahoma City, Okla. 
9—Green Bay Traffic Club, Green Bay, Wis. 


10—Knoxville Traffic & Transportation Club, 
Knoxville, Tenn. 


11—Piedmont Traffic Club, Greenville, S.C. 
14—Traffic Club of Fort Smith, Fort Smith, 


Ark. 
15—Traffic Club of Fort Worth, Fort Worth, 
Tex. 
JANUARY 
11—Traffic Club of St. Louis, Inc., St. Louis, 
Mo. 


TRAFFIC DATES 








25-27—Southwest Shippers Advisory Board, Cy. 
pus Christi, Tex. 





FEBRUARY 


15-16—Canadian Industrial Traffic League (annuo| 
meeting), Toronto, Ontario, Canada. 







MARCH 
9-10—New England Shippers Advisory Board, 
Hartford, Conn. 


10-11—Pacific Coast Shippers Advisory Board, Son 
Francisco, Calif. 










MAY 
4-6—General Claims Division, Association of 
American Railroads, Washington, D.C, 
5-6—Northeastern Motor Carrier Claim Confer. 
ence (spring meeting), Philadelphia, Pa, 
10-12—Freight Claim Division, Association of 
American Railroads, Denver, Colo. 











16-18—Purchases and Stores Division, Association 
of American Railroads, Chicago, Ill. 





17-19—Communications Section, Association of 
American Railroads, San Francisco, Calif. 






18-20—Protective Section, Association of Ameri. 
can Railroads, Philadelphia, Pa. 









11—Traffic Club of Philadelphia, Philadelphic 
Pa. 


11—Women’s Traffic Club of Richmond, Rich 
mond, Va. 


13—Traffic Club of Wichita, Wichita, Kan. 
13—Tri-City Traffic Club, Moline, Ill. 
14—Traffic Club of Tampa, Tampa, Fla. 
15—Bronx Traffic Club, New York, N.Y. 
17—Citrus Belt Traffic Club of Southern Cali: 
fornia, Anaheim, Calif. 
18—Will County Transportation Club, Joliet, Ill 
19—Fresno Transportation Club, Fresno, Calif. 
19—Lima Traffic Club, Lima, O. 
19—Milwaukee Traffic Club, Milwaukee, Wis. 
19—Transportation Club of Sioux Falls, Sioux 
Falls, S.D. 


20—Nashville Traffic and Transportation Club, 
Nashville, Tenn. 


20—Traffic Club of New Orleans, New Orleans, 
La. 


20—Women’s Traffic Club of Winston-Salem, 
Winston-Salem, N.C. 
20—York Traffic Club, York, Pa. 


21—Portland Transportation Club, Portland 
Ore. 


21—Richmond Traffic Club, Richmond, Vc 
22—Transportation Club of Dallas, Dallas, Tex. 


22—Transportation Club of Kansas City, Kam 
sas City, Mo. 


26—Shenandoah Traffic Club, Winchester, Vo 
27—Traffic Club of Newark, Newark, N.J. 
27—Traffic Club of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh. Po. 


29—Norfolk-Portsmouth Traffic Club, Nor‘olk 
Va. 
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Is your shipping platform miles away from 
Western Maryland rails? No matter, you 
still may benefit by using this busy line. 


For Western Maryland is the “‘center link”’ 
in several of the fastest routes between the 
Atlantic Seaboard and the Middle West. 
Routes that shun crowded cities. Swing 
across open country. Keep away from 
clogged terminals. 


Western Maryland saves miles and time 
for minute-counting shippers. Hustles 
trainload after trainload of Eastern-made 
goods through the Maryland hills and on 
toward the West. 


Use the Short Cut 


for your long hauls 


And highballs products from the prairie 
states back East. 


Heavy rail, well-tended roadbed and on- 
the-dot schedules have earned for Western 
Maryland its right to be called the Short 
Cut for Fast Freight. 


Route your through shipments via 


WESTERN MARYLAND 
RAILWAY 


St. Paul Place, Baltimore 2, Md. 


The Short Cut for Fast Freight 





TIMKEN 


Timken freight car axle bearings 
end problem of hot box delays 


The next great step the railroads will take to keep 


your shipments from being delayed 


5 railroads are waging a con- 
stant battle against the number 1 
cause of freight train delays—the hot 
box (overheated friction bearings). 
The picture above shows the weapon 
they can use to win the battle— 
Timken® tapered roller bearings on 
freight car axles. 


How do Timken bearings whip the 
hot box problem? They ro// the load 
instead of sliding it. Thus, they elimi- 
nate the cause of hot boxes—sliding 
friction. 

When all railroads go ‘‘Roller 
Freight’, the hot box problem will be 


eliminated. And terminal bearing in- 
spection—another cause of freight 
train delays—will take only one-tenth 
as long as it does for cars on friction 
bearings. Freight schedules will be 
more dependable and you'll get “‘on 
time” deliveries of your shipments. 


There are now several railroads 
with “Roller Freight” fleets of over 
1000 cars. One big southeastern rail- 
road has 10 of its freight car rolling 
stock on roller bearings. “Roller 
Freight” is the next great step in rail- 
roading—and it is paying off big. For 
example, when the Union Pacific 


changed one livestock train over to 
“Roller Freight”, running time was 
cut from 60 hours to 27! 


The greatly improved rail service 
of the coming “Roller Freight” age 
has just come a big step closer. A new 
design of Timken tapered roller bear- 
ing assembly for freight car axles 
cuts the cost of roller bearings for 
freight cars 18% to 25%. The Timken 
Roller Bearing Company, Canton 6, 
Ohio. Cana- 
dian plant: 

St. Thomas, 
Ont. Cable: 
‘“TIMROSCO’? TAPERED ROLLER BEARINGS 


The fastest, surest route on rails is via “Roller Freight” 





